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LONDON, JUNE 6, 1868. 
ee 

THE OPINION of the Attorney-General as to the lega- 
lity of the award made by the judges of designs for the 
new law courts has been followed by the appointment 
of Mr. Street, A.R.A., to be the architect of the new 
Palace of Justice. We may therefore hope that the 
work will move forward. r 


- 





THE DECISION of the Digest of Law Commissioners 
upon the specimen digests sent in to them has now been 
announced. Mr. H. D. Macleod is selected to prepare 
the specimen digest of the law relating to bills of 
exchange ; Mr. W. R. Fisher, mortgages; and Mr. J. L. 
Goddard, easements. Mr. Macleod is known as the 
author of a work on banking; Mr. Fisher continues the 
work known as “ Harrison’s Digest.’”? Mr. Goddard was 
called to the bar so lately as Hilary Term, 1863. Such a 
selection certainly looks as though the Commissioners 
-had taken pains with the specimens sent in, and founded 
their decision upon their relative merits, 


A MEETING of the Junior Bar was held in the Lord 
Chancellor’s Court last Monday, to consider the report of 
the County Court Committee, summarised in our issue of 
last week. Mr. Archibald was in the chair. Mr. Charles 
Hall moved: ‘That the committee be re-appointed, with 
instructions to endeavour to obtain arrangements as to 
the classification and hearing of causes, and the times of 
sittings, in accordance with the suggestions contained in 
the report, and that the committee be empowered to take 
such steps as may seem expedient with a view to obtain- 
ing the concentration of business referred to therein.” 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Roupell, who observed 
that it would be most convenient if equitable plaints 
ould be taken during the short chancery vacations 
which occur once a month during eight months of 
the year. 
“that the committee do consider and report on the 
propriety of allowing barristers to accept half-guinea 
fees ia the county courts.” Mr. Hall objected that this 
motion was out of order; it was seconded by Mr. 
Coltman. Mr. Wartonthen moved: “that the Incorporated 
Law Society be requested to appoint scme members on 
the committee,” and “that it be an instruction to the 
fommittee to propose no alteration in county court rule 
114.” Both these motions, however, were ruled to be out 
of order, Mr. Bere pointed out that unless rule 114 were 
repealed, no separate list could be made of the causes in 
which advocates were to be employed. Mr. Hopwood 
ultimately withdrew his motion, and the report was 
adopted, 

LorD Cairns reversed, on Wednesday, the decision of 
the Master of the Rolls in Lloyd v. Banks, 15 W. R. 
1006, a case which will be familar to the reader, ‘on the 
Subject of notice, and which had been approved by 
Vice-Chancellor Malins in Re Brown’s Trusts, 16 
W. R.106. The Master of the Rolls had held that 
Notice to be efficacious must be direct, and that the fact 
of a family solicitor, who was also trustee, having seen an 
advertisement of insolvency in a newspaper did not affect 


Mr. Hopwood moved as an amendment. 





him as trustee with notice of the insolvency. Lord 
Cairns reversed this decision, taking into consideration 
the fact that the trustee had acted upon the knowledge 
derived from the advertisement: and his decision 


seems to amount to a ruling that any actual notice is 
binding, if subsequently acted upon. 


ON WEDNESDAY LAST Lord Cairns made an order. 
upon a petition, praying the removal of Mr. Charles 
Henry Holgate from the office of coroner for the Parts of 
Lindsey, in Lincolnshire. The petition, which was pre- 
sented by Sir Charles Anderson, chairman of Quarter 
Sessions, and several other magistrates, had been ad- 
journed to allow of the production of further evidence on 
behalf of the respondent. The principal charges made 
against the coroner were neglect of duty in not holding 
inquests, and in the manner of holding them ; indecorous 
behaviour in the discharge of his official functions ; and 
obtaining receipts which entitled him to various pay- 
ments out of the county funds, without paying the per- 
sons who had given the receipts. By 1 Vict. c. 68, the 
coroner is to pay medical witnesses, and other reasonable 
charges, obtaining repayment to himself from the county 
treasurer. The charge against Mr. Holgate was that he 
had been in the habit of obtaining receipts from the 
parties, without paying them the money, and afterwards 
using these receipts to obtain the payment to himself 
from the county, the parties being unable to obtain any 
payment from him to themselves. With reference to 
the first two charges, Lord Cairns thought that though 
Mr. Holgate had not properly discharged his duty, he 
could not have removed him from his olfice on either or 
both of these grounds ; he would at any rate have taken 
time to consider. As to the third charge the case was 
otherwise, the charge was proved, and a greater scandal 
could scarcely be imagined than that a coroner should 
use these receipts for the purpose of imposition. He 
was, therefore, compelled to remove Mr. Holgate f:om 
the office which he had held for thirty years. 

A writdecoronatore exonerandoand a writ de coronatore 
eligendo will, therefore, issue for the district in question. 
Happily, cases such as the present are very rare, the last 
reported case being that of Re Ward, 9 W. R. 843, in 
1861, previously to which there had been no case that 
we are aware of since that of Ex parte Parnell,1 J. & 
W. 451, in 1820. 


VicE-CHANCELLOR GIFFARD disposed this week of 
the case of Att.-Gen. v. Edmunds, which has been so 
long before the public. The information was filed 
against Mr. Leonard Edmunds, formerly Clerk of the 
Patents and Clerk to the Commissioners of Patents, for 
an account of all fees and moneys received by him cr on 
his behalf since the date of his appointment, and also of 
all moneys received by him on his account from the 
Treasury, for the expenses of the office of Clerk to the 
Commissioners of Patents, and of application of suck 
respective moneys. The Vice-Chancellor considered tt at 
Mr. Edmunds had entirely exonerated himself from ali 
blame, but held that the terms of the statute 3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 84, left him no alternative but to order the 
accounts, accompanied by a declaration that Mr. Ed- 
munds was not entitled to make any deduction whatever 
in respect of parchment for, or preparing, or engrossing 
of any documents issued by him from the office of Clerk 
of the Patents, or to any profits upon the sale of stamps, 
so far as obtained originally by moneys drawn from the 
Patent Office account. He regretted exceedingly thas 
the Act obliged him to make this declaration, as he 
thought the case very hard on Mr, Edmunds, and, look- 
ing to the fact that Mr. Edmunds had not been able to 
obtain any audit of his accounts, he should certainly not 
order him to pay any costs. 

WHAT IS MEANT by “the whole cause of action ”? 
The question, although apparently a very simple one, has 
puzzled some of the registrars and judges of county 

32 








642 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. June 6,186, 











courts ever since the passing of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 
the Act establishing the courts. By section 60, a 
plaintiff could issue his summons by leave of the Court in 
the district where the cause of action arose (on making 
affidavit of the facts) although the defendant resided in 
the most distant part of England or Wales. If the clause 
were interpreted strictly it led to numerous difficulties. 
Thus,—a tradesman at (say) Bristol wrote to a tradesman 
at (say) Manchester, ordering goods. The goods were 
delivered to the agent of the Bristol tradesman at 
Manchester, and there the transaction was completed so 
far as the seller was concerned. Then the question 
arose, did the sending of the letter written at Bristol 
form part of the “cause of action”? If it did the seller 
could not sue at Manchester, but would have to go to 
Bristol, If it did not, then he would sue in his own 
district. A distinction of very considerable importance 
to both parties, because it involved the question as to 
which of the parties should travel between Bristol and 
Manchester to try (if disputed) a trifling case of perhaps 
£3 or £4. Scme of the courts held in such a case that the 
receipt of the order and the delivery of the goods in the 
seller’s district entitled the seller to sue at home. Other 
eourts held that the writing of the letter was part of the 
cause of action, and, therefore, that the whole not having 
arisen in the seller’s district, he must sue in the district of 
the buyer. 

The Act of 1867 repeals this 60th clause, and enacts 
(section 1) that “ a plaint may be entered . in 
the county court in the district of which the cause of 
action or suit wholly o» in part arose.” This section 
was intended to cover the case of an order sent by post, 
and to entitle the vendor to sue at either end. 

On Wednezday last a case came before the Lambeth 

County Court in which the order had been taken, not 
through the post, but by a traveller employed by the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff, a London tradesman, had a tra- 
veller at Manchester, who obtained an order for goods 
there. The order was transmitted to the plaintiff in the 
Southwark district. He delivered the goods toa railway 
company in the Lambeth district, and in his affidavit 
stated that part of the cause of action arose within that 
district by reason of such delivery and payment of the 
carrisge by the defendant. Mr. Pitt Taylor held that 
this was not sufficient to give him jurisdiction. If the 
defendant had ins'ructed plaintiff tu deliver the goods to 
a canier named by bim, that would have made such 
carrier defendant’s agent, and delivery to such agent 
within the district will give the Court jurisdiction. In 
this case the defendant had nothing whatever to do with 
the transaction except what was done at Manchester, 
and he could only be sued there. The plaintiff had 
three cases, and they were all struck outon the grounds 
stated 

The plaintiff strongly protested against Mr. Pitt 
Taylor’s doctrine, adding that on precisely the same 
facts the learned judge of the Southwark County Court 
held that he had jurisdiction. 





WE NOTICED (supra p. 560) that a rule had been 
grented calling on Mr. Lonsdale, as judge of the Ton- 
bridge County Court, to show cause why he should not 
hear a Mr. Rogers on the hearing of a plaint Bookham 
v. Potter in that court, The rule was argued in the 
Court of Common Pleas on Saturday last, and was dis- 
charged.” 

The question arose on the 10th section of the Act, 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, which provides that it shall be 
Jawful for the party to the action, “or for an attorney 
of one of her Majesty’s Superior Courte of Record, being 
an attorney acting generally in the action for such party, 
but not an attorney retained asan advocate by such first- 
mentioned attorney,” or for a barrister, or by leave of 
the Court for any other person, to address the Court. 





* The cose is reported im the custent namber of the Weekly Re 
porter, 








Mr. Rogers, it appeared, was an attorney duly admitted 
and certificated, and he had signed the roll of the county 
court ; but for twelve years he had been acting as clerk 
to a Mr. Stenning, another attorney, practising at Tun-. 
bridge. For many years, however, Mr. Rogers had, with. 
the full consent of Mr. Stenning, who was not on the 
county court roll, acted as attorney and advocate in the 
Tunbridge County Court on his own account, and Mr, 
Stenning had nothing to do with the fees that he re- 
ceived in that capacity. On the 6th of March last Mr, 
Rogers appeared in the county court for the plaintiff in 
the action Bookham v. Potter, but the judge refused to 
hear him, on the ground, as stated in Mr. Roger’s 
affidavit, “that though he was an attorney, he was only 
clerk to Mr. Stenning.” Upon this Mr. Rogers pro-- 
duced a retainer in the action, partly written and partly 
printed, which had been signed and given him by the 
plaintiff the same day ; but the judge adhered to his re- 
fusal, and declined to look at it. Upon these facts the - 
rule was obtained under the 43rd section of 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 108, which provides that no writ of mandamus 
shall thenceforth issue to a judge of a county court for 
refusing todo any act relating to the duties of his office, 
and substitutes proceedings by rule or summons, with 
the penalty of attachment for disobedience. The Court 
held that Mr. Rogers had failed to bring himself within 
this latter section, as, first, his aidavit did not show 
he was the attorney acting generally in the action 
for the plaintiff; and, secondly, it did not sbow that the 
judge had not determined that question. As regards 
the first ground, it certainly seems strange that t 
affidavit should have omitted to state in direct terms 
the all-essential fact which was the basis of the applica- 
tion. The retainer, for all that appeared, might have 
been given only a moment before Mr. Rogers’ advo- 
cacy was required; and although that might be con- 
sistent with his being the attorney acting generally in 
the action for the plantiff, inasmuch as in many county 
court cases no professional assistance is obtained at all 
till just before the hearing ; still, standing alone, it was 
not sufficient to justify the Court in making a rule in 
the nature of a mandamus to a judge of another 
court; indeed, Chief Justice Bovill stated that, if he had 
known that the retainer was only given on the day of 
hearing, he should have had great doubt about granting 
the rule nisi. The gravity of such proceedings against 
a county court judge is shown by the fact that the 
power which, by the Act we have cited, was conferred on 
the Court or a judge, was, by the subsequent Act, 21 & 
22 Vict. c. 74,8. 4, confined to the full Court ; and it 
cannot be disputed, as a general principle, that when’an 
applicant asks the judges at Westminster to interfere 
with the decision of another judge, he should bring him- 
self clearly within the statute under which he proceeds, 
and not leave it a mere matter of inference. As to the 
second ground on which the rule was discharged, we will 
only remark that the Court will not interfere where the 
county court judge has exercised a discretion on a matter 
of fact which it is for him to decide, and that the ques- 
tion whether a gentleman who appears before him isor 
is not an attorney acting generally in the action for the 
party he represents, is such a matter of fact, and it was 
so held by the Court of Queen’s Bench in the very re- 
cent case of the Queen v. Spooner. Mr. Rogers’ affidavit, 
which by the way was the only one used, did not show 
that Mr. Lonsdale had not exercised a discretion in the 
matter. 

It thus appears that the point it was intended to raise 
has not been decided, viz., whether an attorney who is 
clerk to another attorney can be heard when he is bond 
fide retained of his own account by the party; and the 
failure of the case in this respect was due to the defects 
of Mr. Rogers’ affidavit. The Chief Justice, however, 
expressed a strong opinion that there was nothing in Mr. 
Les ong being clerk to Mr. Stenning to prevent his being 

eard, 

Mr, Lonsdale’s views upon the status of attorney clerks 
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in the county court were Gefinitely expressed by him in 
a previous case which occurred in January last (reported 
supra p. 213, and see p. 209), He then laid it down that 
he must always refuse to hear an attorney if occupying 
the situation of clerk to another attorney. He thought the 
Legislature had not intended that attorney-clerks should 
address the Court ; and that the Court could not go into 
the question whether or no the clerk were in this parti- 
cular case acting for his principal or on his own account; 
he ruled in fact that where an attorney is filling the 
situation of clerk, a presumption incapable of being re- 
butted arises, that whenever he appears in the county 
court he is always acting on behalf of his principal. It 
appeared to us at the time (vide sup. p. 209) that this 
ruling was incorrect, and it now appears that Sir Wil- 
liam Bovill’s view coincides with our own. 


Tue Court OF CHANCERY APPEAL IN IRELAND re- 
versed, last Wednesday, the judgment in Shepherd v. 
Murphy, in which the Vice-Chancellor of Ireland held 
that on a sale of shares in the ordinary way, through 
several jobbers, there is no privity of contract 
between the first vendor and the ultimate pur- 
chaser. The question arose upon a petition filed 
by the first vendor of some Overend & Gurney shares 
against the ultimate purchaser of them for an in- 
demnity against certain calls which the vendor 
had been compelled to pay, in consequence of the refusal 
of the purchaser to register a transfer of the shares. 
The Vice-Chancellor dismissed the petition, but the Court 
of Appeal held that the*vendor was entitled to be indem- 
nified, and therefore reversed his decision. Until the 
case is reported, it is useless to speculate upon the bear- 
ing of this judgment upon the cases of Grissell v. Bristowe 
(16 W. R. C. P. 428), and Paine v. Hutchinson (16 W. R. 
L. J. 553), which seem to accord better with the decision 
of the Vice-Chancellor in Shepherd v. Murphy than with 
that of the Court of Appeal. It is enough now to notice 
that this judgment of a Court of Appeal may have an 
important effect in determining whether the law is to be 
settled as it now stands, upon the authority of Grissell 
v. Bristowe and Paine v. Hutchinson, or whether those 
cases are to be overruled by the Courts of Appeal. 


THE DECISION of the House of Lords in the Overend 
§ Gurney case, 15 W. R. 1201, rules that if persons who 
have been duped by fraud or misrepresentation into be- 
‘coming shareholders wish to repudiate their shares, and 
make their escape from the company and its liabilities, 
they must do so before the winding-up begins, or they 
will, in default, be liable to the creditors, whatever may 
be their rights as against the company or the directors 
A curious question upon this subject was started before 
Lord Cairns this week upon the appeal against the deci- 
sion of Vice-Chancellor Wood, in the case of Kent v. 
The Freehold Land and Brickmaking Company. The 
bill was filed by a shareholder in the company praying 
to be removed from the register on the ground of 
fraud and misrepresentation. The Vice-Chancellor de- 
cided in his favour, and the decision of the Lords in 
the Overend 5 Gurney case being delivered subse- 
quently, the official liquidator appealed against the Vice- 
Chancellor’s decree. The point we speak of was this: —The 
decision of the House of Lords fixes the shareholder who 
has not repudiated when the winding-up begins, and the 
Companies Act provides that the winding-up shall be 
deemed to have begun at the date, not of the winding- 
up order, but of the presentation of the winding-up peti- 
tion. In the present case a winding-up petition was 
presented by some shareholders in September; in October 
Mr. Kent filed his bill; a few days after the bill was 
filed a winding-up petition was presented by some credi- 
tors; and a winding-up order was made in November 
upon doth petitions. From which presentation was the 
winding-up to date? For Mr, Kent it was argued that 
the winding-up, so far as it conferred rights on the ore- 
ditors, onght to date only from the time when they had 





first thought fit to put themselves in motion. If Lord 
Cairns had dated the winding-up from the presentation 
of the shareholders’ petition, Mr. Kent’s case would have 
been open upon the merits, otherwise his case was 
governed by that of Overend 5 Gurney. 

Lord Cairns held that the winding-up order having 
been made upon more than one petition, the winding-up 
must be dated from the presentation of the earliest. 
Had his lordship’s decision been the other way there 
would have been this singular inconvenience, that sup- 
posing a shareholders’ petition to be already in the field, 
any creditors who subsequently presented a petition of 
their own would simply be opening a door for the escape 
of any shareholders who might have filed bills in the 
intervening time. For, if no creditors’ petition was filed 
and a winding-up order was made on the shareholders’ 
petition, the subsequently repudiating shareholders would 
be fixed from the date of that petition, since, when one 
petition only had been presented, there could be nodoubt 
as to the date of the winding-ur. And the creditors, by 
taking an order on their own petition, would simply 
have postponed the date of the winding-up. Fortunately 
Lord Cairns’ decision prevents these inconveniences from 
arising. Itis strange that the point should not have 
decided before. 


Mr. WHALLEY says that the decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in the case of “The Confessional Un- 
masked” (Reg. v. Hicklin, 16 W. R. 801) “excited 
murmurs in Westminster Hall.” If the hon. member 
meant that the professional habitués of Westminster Hall 
entertained any sympathy with the promoters of so inde- 
cent a publication as “ The Confessional Unmasked,” his 
statement is incorrect, unless “Exeter” be read for 
“ Westminster.” “The Confessional Unmasked ” is most 
undeniably an “ obscene book,”’ and one which it is the 
public interest to get rid of as quickly as possible. 
Whether or no the decision of the Court as to the effect 
of the motives of the circulators of such a work is 
correct, is another matter; the law was certainly not 
clear before the late decision. In the meantime, 
Mr.- Whalley and those of his way of thinking 
afford a singular instance of the manner in which “ ex- 
tremes meet.” As an anti-Romanist Mr. Whalley would 
probably lift up his eyes in horror at the suggestion of 
such a doctrine as the justification of the means by the 
end, or the doing evil that good may come. And yet we 
have him in the House of Commons advocating the cir- 
culation of obscenity, in order to put down obscenity. 


THE CourRT OF QUEEN’s BENCH, on Thursday, made 
absolute tho rule nisi for a guo warrauto directed to Dr. 
Diplock, the successful candidate at the late contest for 
the coronership of West Middlesex. 


OWING TO THE unavoidable absence of the Lord 
Chancellor the chair at the anniversary dinner of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, next Wednesday, will 
be filled by Justice Hannen. We need not press upon 
our readers the opportunity of supporting at once a new 
and excellent judge and a most deserving society. 


PLEADING. 

The rules of pleading are said by Lord Mansfield 
(Robinson vy. Raley, 1 Burr, 320) to be “founded in 
strong sense and in the soundest and closest logic, and so 
appear when well understood and explained, though hy 
being misunderstood and misapplied they are often made 
use of as instruments of chicane.” Notwithstanding the 
great authority of Lord Mansfield we may venture to 
doubt whether pleading rules are or have been for 
centuries in accordance with common sense, however 
logical they may appear to the experienced practitioner. 
The alterationsin pleading introduced by the Common Law 
Procedure Act of 1852, which was followed by the Acts of 
1854 and 1860, haveimproved very much the wholesystem 
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of pleading. Special demurrers, with all the frivolous 
learning which they rendered necessary, have been 
abolished. Formal commencements and endings to pleas, 
and the strict verbal accuracy formerly necessary, are 
no longer required, and causes of action in tort and in 
contract may now be united in the same declaration. 
These are only a few of the beneficial changes which 
these statutes produced ; there are many others, such as 
the increased powers of amendment, and pleadings, &c., 
which are not less useful. In spite, however, of these 
improvements, the so called science of special pleading 
may still cause delay and expense to suitors, who may 
even now sometimes suffer from the method of pleading, 
although it has been so much improved of late years, 
An incident occurred during the sittings of the Court 
of Exchequer Chamber, after last Term, which illustrates 
this very well. One of the cases before the Court was 
Redhead v. Midland Railway Company (Q. B. 15 W. R. 
831.) It was an action brought by a passenger upon 
the defendants’ railway for compensation for injuries 
sustained in an accident upon their line. The declara- 
tion contained only one count, which was framed in the 
ordinary form for such cases. It averred that the 
plaintiff was a passenger upon the defendants’ line, having 
paid his fare, and that the defendants were guilty of 
negligence in carrying him, whereby he sustained damage. 
The facts proved at the trial were that the accident 
occurred through the breaking of a wheel, in the iron 
of which there was a flaw, which no care or skill on 
the part of the defendants could have discovered. Lush, 
J., told the jury upon these facts that the defendants 
were not guilty of any negligence, as it was notshown 
that they had done or omitted anything which they ought 
not to have done or omitted. A verdict was consequently 
found for the defendants. The plaintiff moved the Court 
of Queen’s Bench to set aside the verdict on the ground 
that common carriers of passengers were bound to have 
roadworthy carriages—i.e., reasonably safe carriages, and 
that there was an implied warranty in any contract for the 
conveyance of a passenger that the carriage was road- 
worthy. Of course, if this were their duty no question 
of negligence could arise. If the carriages were not 
road worthy, there would be a breach of duty, whether 
the company had been negligent or not. The Court, 
after hearing the case fully argued upon this point, deci- 
ded, after considerstion, that there was no such duty, and 
that the verdict for the defendants ought to stand. 
Blackburn, J., dissented from this view, thinking that 
there was such an implied warranty. 

When the case was called on before the Exchequer 
Chamber, it was suggested by the Bench that in conse- 
guence of the form of the pleadings there were no ma- 
terials before them on which they could decide this ques- 
tion of implied warranty. Lush, J., had simply directed 
the jury that there was no evidence of negligence, and 
this was an appeal from the decison of the Court below 
upholding that ruling. No question of implied warranty 
which was one of contract was before them. The plain- 
tiff might, if he had thought proper, have inserted in his 
declaration a counton the warranty, and sued the defen- 
dants on both counts, but as he had not done so, the 
Court could not give judgment, and therefore could not 
hear arguments upon a cause of action which was not 
stated in the declaration. Counsel for the plaintiff asked 
leave to amend by adding a count, but the Court refused 
to allow this for the very obvious reason that if they 
did so they would be hearing arguments and giving 
judgment on a point that was not before the judge, upon 
the correctness of whose ruling they had now to decide. 
The case was finally adjourned to see if the defendants 
sould consent to some arrangement by which this 
technical difficulty might be avoided, and the real 
question in dispute might be discussed and decided. 
flere was a case where all the necessary facts were 
before the court, and were sufficiently stated in the 
declaration, but the case could not be heard because those 
facts were not pleaded in the proper way. Because the 


plaintiff complained on those facts of a wrong done him 
independent of contract, he was not entitled to argue 
that there appeared upon the declaration a wrong done 
him by a breach of contract. If the arrangement of the 
words had been a little altered, and the plaintiff's 
charge had been for breach of contract instead of 
for negligence, no difficulty would have occurred, 
If the plaintiff’s cause of action had been stated in 
plain and ordinary language instead of ina technical 
form, this difficulty would not have arisen. 

It is not only in cases of this sort that special pleading 
is injurious, but perhaps the greatest objection to the 
system is the immense amount of time and of technical 
learning which are necessarily devoted to its study, 
Every time that a case is decided or even an argu- 
ment raised upon the form of the pleadings, as dis- 
tinguishable from their substantial contents, as in Red- 
head v. The Midland Railway Company, or in Ash vy, 
Pouppeville, 16 W. R. 119 (ante 317), there is a waste 
of learning and industry which had much better have 
been applied to the real merits of the case. The evils 
of the system are perhaps still more easily recognised in 
the daily routine of a pleader’s chambers, where many 
hours are spent weekly if not daily in considering in 
what form o claim or a defence should be presented to 
the Court. 

The common sense view of pleading would seem to be 
that the plaintiff should state in concise and simple lan- 
guage the facts upon which his claim arises, and then if 
out of such of those facts as are proved there arises a 
duty on the part of the defendants to compensate the 
plaintiff, the judgment should be for the plaintiff, whe- 
ther his claim were established as an obligation arising 
out of a tort or out of a contract. This would probably 
| be found, if it were tried, by far the most convenient 
| form of pleading that could be adopted. The whole 
| theory of the science of pleading might be given up, 
anda simple method of stating claims and defences 
might be employed in its stead. It is difficult to see 
what possible harm could come from this. The present 
system of pleading is said to be “a valuable forensic in- 
vention, by effect of which the precise point in contro- 
versy between the parties is developed and presented in 
a shape fit for decision” (Com. Law Commission Ist 
Rep. p. 12). The precise point in controversy might, 
however, be ascertained in every-day language quite as 
readily as by using technical forms and phrases, and 
with much less likelihood of mistakes. 

The abolition of pleading, strictly so called, and the 
substitution of a simpler procedure, is not an untried 
scheme. In the county courts the plaintiff states his 
cause of action in the simplest form. The defendant 
does not plead at all unless he intends to rely upon one 
or more of several specified defences (as infancy, bank- 
ruptcy, &c.), in which case he must give notice of such 
intention. This procedure works extremely well in county 
courts, and although perhaps too simple for the more im- 
portant classes of cases that are brought into the superior 
courts, it might yet be imitated in several particulars. In 
the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial causes the plead- 
ings are very free from technical quibbles, and even in 
the much abused Court of Chancery, there is far more 
freedom of expression allowed to an equity draftsman than 
is permitted to a special pleader. Probably each of these 
systems of pleadings which we have noticed has faults of 
its own, but at all events they show that the strictness 
of common law pleading is not necessary in order to de- 
velope “ the precise point of controversy between the 
parties,” 

The code of procedure in the State of New York (1850) 
presents a good example of a simple and convenient pro- 
cedure. It abolishes all the old forms of pleading, and 
enacts, section 637, that “‘ the only pleadings allowed on 
the part of the plaintiff are the complaint and the reply, 
and on the part of the defendant, the demurrer and the 
answer.” By section 639, the complaint must contain 
(1) the venue, thetitle of the cause and of the count, and 
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the names of the parties, (2) a statement of the 
facts constituting the cause of action, in ordinary and 
concise language, without repetition, in such a 
manner as to enable a person of common 
understanding to know what is intended;” (3) a demand 
of the relief to which the plaintiff supposes he is entitled. 
No procedure could be more simple than this, and it is 
probably quite as easy to come to an issue under this 
system as under our own, while it is far less difficult,and 
therefore less liable to slips and errors. 

Tn order to introduce such alterations as we advocate 
it is not necessary that there should be any sudden or 
violent change. New Common Law Procedure Acts 
might be passed modifying the procedure by degrees, 
until it becomes as simple and as easily understood as is 
compatible with the nature of the subjects which it must 
comprehend. It is now eight years since the last Act 


upon this subject was passed, and itis full time that 
another step was taken along the path which has been 
already so successfully commenced. 





NEED A DISTRESS WARRANT GIVEN BY A COR- 
PORATION AGGREGATE BE UNDER THE COR- 
PORATE SEAL? 

In the case of Strong v. Elliot, which has recently been 
decided by Mr. Serjeant Petersdorff in the Exeter County 
Court, and which we report in another column, the ques- 
tion was raised whether a distress warrant given by a 
corporation aggregate need be under the corporate seal. 
The decision of the learned serjeant turned upon another 
point, but he expressed a very decided opinion on the 
question to which we have alluded. The matter is one 
of considerable importance toall corporate bodies, andsome 
doubt exists on the subject. It may, therefore, be well 
briefly to remind our readers of the present state of the 
law on the point. 

As Serjeant Petersdorff remarked it has now become 
a common practice not to affix the corporation seal to 
distress-warrants. Nevertheless until the last few years 
it was generally understood in the profession that the 
formality could not safely be omitted, and many of the 
older practitioners still adhere to the practice. Strangely 
enough the text-books on the law of landlord and tenant 
give no information on the subject: even Woodfall pre- 
serves a discreet silence. On turning to the authorities 
we find them somewhat conflicting. Although it was 
formerly held (see the Year-books, 4 Hen. VII. 6; 13 
Hen. VII. 17 ; 13 Hen. VIII. 12) that a corporation could 
do no act whatever without deed, it was soon afterwards 
allowed that in all ordinary matters— such as, ¢.g., the 
appointment of a cook or butler—it might act without 
seal. The earliest case, however, directly bearing on the 
present point is that of Horn v. Ivie, 1 Vent. 47, 1 Sid. 
441, 1 Mod. 18, decided in Michaelmas Term, 20 Car. 2. 
This was a very peculiar case. Charles II. had 
granted a patent to the Canary Company which conferred 
on it the exclusive right of trading to the Canaries, and 
provided that all other merchants who should bring 
goods from there should “forfeit such ships and goods ” 
to the company. The plaintiff was alleged by the 
Company to have traded to the Canaries in violation 
of the patent, and the defendant Ivie had, as the com- 
pany’s bailiff, seized a certain ship and sails belonging. 
The defendant, by his plea, justified the seizure under 
the patent, but did not allege any authority under the 
corporate seal. On demurrer the Court of King’s 
Bench held that the appointment of a bailiff by a cor- 
poration must be under the corporate seal, and that the 
plea was bad. Only a few years after this, however, 
we find the Court of Common Pleas deciding, in the case 
of Manby v. Long, 8 Lev. 107, that a bailiff who had 
seized cattle damage feasant need not allege, in his plea 
of justification, that his. appointment was under the 
corporate seal, The cases of Horn v. {vie and Manby v. 
Long, therefore, established that, as a general rule, the 
bailiff of a corporation must be appointed by writing 





under the corporate seal ; but that a bailiff to distrain 

cattle damage feasant need not be so appointed. This 
role is accordingly laid down in Viner’s Abridg. Tit. Cor- 
porations (B.) 5; where, however, it is added that if the 
corporation have a head an appointment under seal is 
not necessary. It should be noticed, however, that Cary 
v. Mathews, which we shall presently notice, is the only 
authority cited in support of the passage. In The Hast 
London Waterworks Company v. Bailey, 4 Bing. 489, the 
necessity for an appointment under seal is asserted by 
Best. C.J., in a considered judgment of the Court of 
Common Pleas. Moreover, in the last edition of Chitty 
on Contracts, the judgment in 7e Last London Water- 

works Company v. Bailey is cited with approval 
as showing the existing law. Notwithstanding these 
authorities, however, we have no doubt that both Horn 
v. Ivie and the rule established by it are now overruled. 
In the first place, as was pointed out in Zhe Dean and 
Chapter of Windsor’s case, 2 Wms. Saund. 305a., and in 
R. v. Bigg, 3 P. Wms. 423, the service in Horn v. Ivie 

can hardly be said to have been an ordinary service, and 
indeed was not in truth a distress at all, but a seizure of 
forfeited goods. Moreover it is laid down in Bro. Abridg. 
Traverse per sans ceo, pl. 3; and is still clear law, thata 
subsequent ratification by a landlord of a bailiff’s 
authority is as effectual as a previous command, and it is 
hard to see why this rule should not apply in the case of 
corporations. Independently of this, too, there are several 
direct authorities on the other side. The first isa note | 
in 1 Salkeld, 191, in the following words: “ A corporation 
aggregate may appoint a bailiff to distrain without deed 
or warrant, as well as a cook or butler, for it neither 
vests nor divests any sort of interest in or out of the 
corporation: so held inter Cary v. Mathews in Cam. 
Scacc.” This case, however, is also reported in 1 

Shower, 61, and 3 Mod. 137, and from these reports it 
would appear that the real question there, as well as in 
one or two earlier cases, was whether a bailiff of a 
corporation, who was duly appointed for general 
purposes, could distrain without a special authority. 
Perhaps, therefore, neither Cary v. Mathews, nor the 
above cited passage in Viner’s Abridg., which depends upon 
it, can be considered as of any authority on either side 
of the question. Far more weight, however, is due to a 
passage in Viner’s Abridg. Tit. Corporations (K), 25 
and 26, where it is said that “He who distrains as 
bailiff of a corporation, and is not bailiff, may make 
conusance, &c., if they agree to it, and good without deed; 
and the case was that one of the corporation had 
distrained in right of the corporation, and had not their 
deed.” Though the law is that a bailiff may justify in 
trespass, as bailiff to a corporation without a deed, yet it 
is not like to a bailiffin an assize. Doe v. Peirce, 2 
Camp. 96, though only indirectly bearing on the present 
question, may be considered as shaking the authority of 
the old decisions, as it was there held that a verbal 
notice to quit given by a steward of a corporation was 
good, without showing his authority. The old rule, 
however, seems to have received its great blow from the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, in Smith v. The Birmingham Gas 
Company, 1 A, & E. 526. After considering the authorities 
the Court there held unanimously that a bailiff need not 
be appointed by writing under the corporate seal. An 
attempt may indeed be made at some future day to place 
this case on the narrow basis of the company’s Act, the 
9th section of which would have quite supported the 

decision. It is clear, however, from their judgments, 
that the learned judges did not decide the case on any 
such narrow basis, but intended to lay down a broad 
general rule. Indeed they refused to recognise Horn v. 
vie as a general authority, and Lord Denman, C.J., said 
that it proceeded simply on the ground that the service 
of the bailiff was not an ordinary one. 

On the whole the weight of authority seems very 
strongly in favour of the view that the Corporate is 
not necessary. At the same time, as the point is quite 
open to argument, and as many nice points may yet arise, 
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even supposing this view to be correct, both corporations 
and bailiffs will, in our opinion, do well to err, if at all, on 
the safe side, and to take care that the corporate seal is 
affixed whenever circumstances will allow this to he 
done. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
THE Factors Acts. 
Portalis v. Tetley, V.C. W. 16 W.R. 503. 

The Factors Acts, as they are commonly called, the 4 
Geo. 4, c. 83, 6 Geo. 4, c. 94, and 5 & 6 Vict. c. 39, afford 
a good instance of a body of law enacted as an exception 
to the common law in the interest of commerce in 
general, and for the convenience of a particular class of 
society. By the common law, as is well known, a factor 
or agent can give no further title to goods entrusted to 
him, when he is in possession of them, than he is au- 
thorised to give by his principal, whether expressly or 
by implication arising out of the general coarse of 
business ; and with reference toa factor’s power of 
pledging goods, which is perhaps the more important 
branch of this part of the law, “the common law was 
very strict, as between the factor and the pledgee, for 
not only could the factor not pledge the goods, however 
necessary it might be to raise money for the purposes of 
his principal, but even where he had accepted bills for 
his principal he could not pledge the goods so as to 
give the pledgee the right to retain the produce of the 
goods, if he sold them, even to pay bills drawn upon the 
original agent and paid by the pledgee to the credit and 
honour of the principal ; so that in point of fact there 
could by the common law be no dealings by way of 
pledge with goods which had been remitted toan agent 
without an express authority to pledgethem.” Per Lord 
St. Leonards, L.C., in Navulshaw v. Brownrigg, 2 D. M. 
G. 441, 

The first effort of the mercantile community to re- 
dress their grievance was imperfect, and merely gave to 
the pledgee a right co-extensive with the right of the 
person pledging the goods. The mere relation of prin- 
cipal and factor does not confer the power to pledge: 
Pickering v. Bush, 15 East. 45; and the object of the 
6 Geo. 4,c. 94, was tu remedy this. That Act enabled a 
factor, as regarded third persons, to sell or to pledge goods 
or documents for the delivery of goods, provided the 
person to whom he sold or with whom he pledged them 
had no notice that the factor was yot the actual owner 
of the goods, 

The object of the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 89, was} to extend 
to pledges by factors the protection which the former 
Acts had extended to sales by them. The Act recites 
that advances on the security of goods and merchandise 
have become an usual and ordinary course of business; 
it is no longer, therefore, a condition that a pledge of 
goods should be made in the ordinary course of business, 
in order to bring the case within the Act, but it will be 
assumed that every transaction is so, there being no 
notice that the factor is acting without authority or 
mala fide against the owner. In fact, putting such no- 
tice out of the question, the factor is entitled to deal as 
owner in all respects with goods, and documents of title 
to goods, either by way of absolute sale or pledge, which 
is a sale pro tanto. This brings us to the present case, 
of which the leading facts were these. A factor placed 
cotton in the hands of a broker for sale, to whom the 
eotton was already pledged. Being in want of more 
money, he obtained it of Overend & Company, by pledging to 
them the surplus proceeds of sale of the cotton: the 
broker being acquainted with the facts, and undertaking 
to comply with the factor’s letter of request to him, that 
he would hold the surplus proceeds of sale at Overend & 
Company’s disposal as a security for their advance. The 
question was, whether the above letter of request was a 
pledge or security given by the factor within the 





meaning of the Act ; in other words, whether the factor 
was entrusted with, and in possession of, the docu- 
ments of title, so within section 1 to be deemed and 
taken to be owner of such documents, and, there- 
fore, enabled to deal with them as owner. The 
Court was of opinion that the factor was to be deemed to 
be possessed of the cotton at the time when the pledge 
to Overend & Company was made, treating the possession 
of the broker as the possession of the factor, in accordance 
with part of section 4—“ and such agent shall be deemed 
to be possessed of such goods or documents, whether the 
same shall be in his actual custody or shall be held by any 
other person subject to hiscontrol, or for him, or on hig 
behalf;” the result, of course, being that thelien of Over- 
end & Company upon the cotton, subject to the broker’s 
prior claim, was established. 

This decision seems to attribute a somewhat different 
value to a‘ lien’ to that which has been given to it at 
common law. 

At common law it seems, from Sweet v. Pym, 1 East 
4, that actual possession is needed to support a lien on 
goods; and the word “ lien,” which occurs several times 
in the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 39, is not defined there, but is used 
in connection with the word “ pledge,” and, as it seems, 
must be extended to include goods and securities within 
the control of, or held for, or on behalf of, the person 
pledging them, although not actually in his possession, 

WIFE’s EQUITY FOR A SETTLEMENT. 
Re Suggitt’s Trusts, L. J.16 W. R. 551. 

In ascertaining the amount to be settled out of a fund 
to which a wife’s equity for a scttlement attaches, the 
Court seems every day less inclined to follow precedent 
and more disposed to be guided by the special circum- 
stances of every case, one of the chief of which is, the 
amount of the fund at the disposal of the Court. 

In the absence of special circumstances, such as insol- 
vency of the husband, desertion by him, and others 
which will readily occur, the Court will not settle the en- 
tire fund, but will allow a portion to vest in the husband 
in his marital right. 


What that portion is to be, and 
what proportion it is to bear to the entire fund, must de- 


pend upon particular circumstances.. In the two recent 
cases on the subject—Carter v. Taggart, 1 D. M.G. 286, 
and Spirett v. Willows, 14 W. R. 491, two-thirds and 
three-fourths respectively were retained for the wife. We 
think that it may be treated as established by the present 
case that unless there is some special element in the case, 
more than two-thirds, or at the very utmost three-fourths, 
as in Spirett v. Willows, will not be given ; and it will 
take a great deal to induce the Court entirely to deprive 
the husband of his marital right. In the older cases the 
practice seems to have been never to settle the entire 
fund, whatever the circumstance might be; and, asa 
rule, to settle one-half only. In Beresford v. Hobson, 1 
Mad. 363, the whole fund was not settled, although the 
husband had taken the benefit of the Insolvent Act, and 
was at the time an insolvent, the Court observing that 
in no case the Court gave the whole*of a fund, and the 
same course was taken in Wright v. Morley, 11 Ves. 23, 
in dealing with the dividends of stocks, the husband there 
also being an insolvent. Baron Alderson, in 1838, in 
Brett v. Greenwell, 3 Y. C. Exch. 280, disapproved some- 
what strongly of Beresford v. Hobson, and gave the 
whole income to the wife where the husband had taken 
the benefit of the Insolvent Act ; and this was followed 
in Marshall vy. Fowler, 16 Beav. 249, where the husband 
was insolvent, and unable to support his wife. 

The form of settlement in this case—on the wife for 
life for her separate use, with remainder among the 
children as the wife should appoint, and in default of ap- 
pointment, equally, and in default of children to the wife, 
if she should survive, and to the husband if he should 
survive—by depriving her of a general power of appoint- 
ment, lets in the marital right when the equities of the 
wife and children are disposed of, and follows the course 
which was suggestedin Carter v. Jaggart. 





~ SSS Omer eoet mtr ij * 


June 6,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 647 








The singular rule of the Court that the wife’s equity 
did not attach to sums under £200 often led to great 
hardship, as in Foden v. Finney, 4 Rus, 428, but has now 
been abolished. Re Kincaid, 1 Drew. 426. 

[Note for reference, “ Peachey on Settlements,” p.171.] 


LIGHT AND AIR. 
Viscountess Gort v. Clark, L. J., 16 W. R. 569. 


This was another of those cases so common of late, 
where the plaintiff has come too late to obtain an injunc- 
tion, and has to content himself with an inquiry as to 
the damage sustained by him by reason of the interrup- 
tion of his light and air. There was another reason in 
this case for the refusal of the injunction, which was 
this : that the plaintiff had asked in the first instance for 
pecuniary compensation, and so made it a question of 
damages only. The injury sustained by the plaintiff was 
substantial ; there was a wall fifty-six feet in height 
erected on the site of a wall of twenty-six feet in height, 
only about fourteen feet from the back windows of the 
premises occupied by the plaintiff’s tenants. 

There was an opening or angle in one part of the wall, 
it is true, so that some compensation was given ; but 
what guarantee has the plaintiff for the continuance 
of such accommodation where no prescriptive right to it 
can be alleged ? No doubt an injunction could have 
been obtained while the building was in course of erec- 
tion ; but so soon as the building is finished, when the 
only injunction that can be granted is a mandatory one, to 
pull down what the plaintiff has stood by andseen building, 
the Court will not interfere except to. restrain extreme 
or very serious damage, as was done in Beadel v. Perry, 
15 W. R. 120, and, as we submit, would have been done 
in Martin v. Headon, 15 W. R. 723, had a mandatory in- 
junction been asked for. To obtain a mandatory injunc- 
tion under ordinary circumstances the plaintiff must 
come before the injury is completed, and use due dili- 
gence in prosecuting his suit. It appears from this case, 
however, that a reversioner will be allowed some latitude 
in this respect, although even he must come before the 
obstruction is completed. 

The cases on noise and vibration, as grounds for an 
njunction, appear not to be so numerous; but the rule 
is, of course, the same, that the plaintiff must come in 
time, or he will have to rest contented with an inquiry 
as to damages, or possibly have his bill dismissed, with 
liberty to proceed at law. It has been held that noise 
may be a nuisance ever since, Bradley v. Gill, Lutw. 
69, which was the case of a blacksmith’s forge; and in 
the recent cases of Brand v. Hammersmith Railway Com- 
pany, 15 W.R. 437, and Crump v. Lambert, 15 W. R. 417, 
the authorities on the subject of noise and vibration are 
collected. The defendant in this case had set up the 
steam engine and circular saw which caused the nuisance 
complained of within earshot of the plaintiff. It seems, 
however, from Zipping v. St. Helen’s Smelting Company, 
L. R. 1 Ch. 68, that a plaintiff having come to a nui- 
sance, with full knowledge of its existence, does not dis- 
entitle him to equitable relief, it being the duty of every 
man so to carry on his business so as not to annoy his 
neighbours, unless, we presume, in cases where the busi- 
ness which creates the nuisance has been carried on 
upon the same scale for so long atime, that the law 
will presume a grant from his neighbours in favour of 
the person who causes it. See as to this, Bamford v. 
Turnley, 10 W. R. 803, overruling Hole v. Barlow, 6 
W. R. 619. 

DEALINGS WITH PROPERTY OF A COMPANY AFTER THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF THE WINDING-UP. 
Re Wiltshire Iron Company, LL. J. Cairns, 16 W. R. 
386, 682. 

The 158rd section of the Companies Act provides, that 
all dispositions of a company’s property and effects, 
made between the commencement of the winding up 
and the order for winding-up, shall, unless the Court 





otherwise order, be void, the object being to prevent the 
assets of the company being wasted in the general 
scramble which might otherwise follow the presentation 
of a petition for winding-up. The words “unless the 
Court shall otherwise order,’’ were no doubt inserted to 
protect from being impeached bond fide transactions in 
the ordinary course of the company’s business entered 
into after the commencement of the winding-up. The 
corresponding clause in the Joint Stock Companies Act, 
1856 (section 73), enacts, that after the date of the 
winding-up order, no director or other officer of the com=- 
pany shall, without the sanction of the Court, dispose of 
any property of the company; thus, as in the Act now 
in force, giving the Court a discretionary power to in- 
terfere and uphold those transactions in which the com- 
pany may have bona fide engaged, empowering the Court, 
in fact, to deal with every such transaction upon its 
merits. 

In the present case iron of the company’s make had been 
disposed of by a director, after the petition was presented, 
to a person who was unaware that the winding-up 
had commenced. The transaction was bona fide, 
but it was decided, upon grounds not affecting 
the construction of the 153rd section, that the property 
in the iron had not passed to. the purchaser at the date 
of the order so as to take it outof the disposition of the 
company, and upon these grounds alone the contract to 
deliver the iron was rescinded ; the case, however, is 
noticeable, as the judgment of Lord Cairns so fully 
elucidates the principles upon which the Court will 
use its discretion to prevent the operation of the 153rd 
section. 

The principle upon which the contract was rescinded 
will be found fully expressed in the judgments of Barons 
Parke, and Alderson in Wait v. Baker, 2 Exch. 1, and 
arose in the following way :—The contract was to deliver 
a certain quantity of iron, according to sample it is true, 
but no specific iron. The iron in fact was not manufac- 
tured at the time, and there was nothing upon the evi- 
dence then before Lord Cairns, which amounted to an 
appropriation of iron to the purchaser before the winding- 
up order was made. There must be some act of appro- 
priation to the purchaser to give him a right of action 
for goods sold, before actual delivery to him or to his 
agent. If any act remains to be doneon the part of the 
seller, then the property does not pass until that act has 
been done: Gillett v. Hill,2C. & M. 530. Where the 
goods are delivered to a common carrier at the request 
or by the direction of the purchaser, the act of delivery 
amounts to an appropriation of the goods, which 
are thenceforth at the vendor’s risk, and the carrier 
becomes the agent of the purchaser, and such a delivery 
amounts to delivery to the purchaser: but if any 
act remains to be done on the part of the seller 
the property does not pass from him until that Act has 
been done. (Smith on Mercantile Law, 491). In the 
present case the iron had been delivered to a common 
carrier, for the purchaser it is true, but not by his 
order ; until it was accepted by the purchaser, or some 
act tantamount to acceptance took place, it was open 
to the seller to countermand the delivery at any time 
in transitu, and the iron, therefore, could not be said to 
be appropriated to the purchaser, but remained at the 
disposition of the seller. Even the purchaser having 
paid for it previous to appropriation could make no 
difference, as he would be paying for 200 tons of iron, 
of specified quality, and not for the particular 200 tons 
which were loaded on the railway trucks ; this being so, 
the iron being on the road to the consignee at the date 
of the winding-up order, and unaccepted by him, fell 
into the disposition of the official liquidator. 

The reader will observe the grounds upon which this 
decision was reversed upon the rehearing 16 W. R. 682. 
The principles of Lord Cairns’ decision were affirmed, but 
his order discharged, upon the additional evidence then 
adduced. This evidence went to show that theirdn was 
in fact appropriated for the benefit of the purchaser, so 
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that the property in it did pass to him before the date 
of the winding-up order. The company had, in fact, left 
nothing undone on their part to complete the contract, 
and appropriate the iron, as it now appeared by the ad- 
ditional evidence, and this being so, the doctrine of 
Bryans vy. Nix, 4M. & W.775, could not govern the 
case, 





COMMON LAW. 
EXECUTION BY TRUSTEE OF DEED UNDER SECTION 192 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 186]. 
Ex parte Jorey, Bkcy., 16 W. R. 582. 

Section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, enables a 
majority of the creditors of an insolvent to enter into a 
deed for the settlement of his estate, debts, &c., which 
will bind ihe minority of the creditors whether they 
assent to or disapprove of the deed. In order that the 
deed may have this effect of binding non-assenting 
creditors certain requisites must be complied with which 
are enumerated in section 192. One of these is that “if 
a trustee or trustees be appointed by such deed or instru- 
ment, such trustee or trustees shall execute the same.” 
In Ex parte Jorey, Mr. Commissioner Holroyd decided 
that a trustee must either personally execute the deed or 
he must empower some one under seal to do so for him. 
This is only applying the same rule to deeds under this 
section as has always been applied to other deeds. An 
agent cannot bind his principal by contract under seal 
unless himself duly authorised by instrument under seal. 
However inconvenient this very technical rule may be, 
it was certainly expedient to apply it in this case. An 
objectionable rule of law generally becomes only more 
mischievous when it is but occasionally recognised, and 
when a statute gives such extensive powers to a majority 
it is right that the forms prescribed by that statute 
should be strictly complied with. 





PRACTICE—COURT OF PROBATE—DISCOVERY. 
Hunt and Gotobed v. Anderson, Prob.,16 W. R. 583. 
A question of some practical importance as to the 
practice of the Court of Probate was decided in this 
ease upon an application for discovery of documents. 
The 36th section of the Probate Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77) 
provides that when a saestion of fact shall be tried be- 
fore the Court by a jury, “ generally for all purposes of 
or auxiliary to the trial of questions of fact, by a jury 
before the court itself. the Court of Probate 
siall have the same jurisdiction, powers, and authority in 
all respects as belong to any superior court of common 
law, or to any judge thereof, or to the High Court of 
Chancery, or any judge thereof for the like purposes.” 

An application was made in this case for discovery 
under this section, and it is apparently only the second 
application of the kind which has been made since the 
passing of the Act. The proceeding was a testamentary 
615, which was opposed by the defendant on the ground 
ot incapacity. The defendant obtained a rule calling 
on the plaintiffs to show cause why they should not 
give discovery of all letters contained in a correspon- 
dence during 1865-1867, between the testator and the 
plaintiffs. The first application of this kind which had 
ever been made was in Peacock v. Lowe (15 W. R. 717), 
when the Court refused the application, and the parties 
were compelled to resort to a court of equity, to ob- 
tain the necessary discovery. 

In Hunt v. Anderson the Court granted the applica- 
tion, and explained that the refusal in Peacock v. Lowe 
‘was caused by the fact that in that case the attention 
of the Court was not called to its powers under this 36th 
section. It was argued in opposition to the defendant’s 
claim for discovery that even if the Court would grant 
such an application still it would be governed by the 
same rules as those of the superior courts of common 
jaw at Westminster, and that if so the application 
must be dismissed as the affidavit was too vague to en- 
title the defendant to discovery in a court of common 











law. The learned judge, however, was of opinion that 
under the section the Court was not restricted to the 
practice of the common law courts, but could exercise 
as wide a jurisdiction as that possessed by the Court 
of Chancery. 

It is surprising that no one should have endeavoured to 
avail himself of this jurisdiction of the Court of Probate for 
somany years. It must often, one would imagine, be most 
important in a testamentary suit to obtain the letters and 
memoranda of the deceased when his sanity or capacity 
is in question. When such discovery is required, it igs 
obviously a great hardship upon the parties that they 
should be compelled to have recourse to another court 
for that relief which they might just as easily, and 
much less expensively, obtain in the progress of the 
cause. The Judge-Ordinary fully recognises the im- 
portance of this jurisdiction. “Testamentary documents, 
all papers connected with the making of a will, all 
papers written by a testator, must have the strongest 
possible influence on the question of insanity. All these 
matters are of the highest importance to a suitor litigat- 
ing the will.” He therefore decided that the discovery 
of documents fell within the meaning of the 36th sec- 
tion, and that the Court had power to enforce their 
production. “Such discovery is” auxiliary, “and most 
auxiliary, to the trial of an issue. In fact in some cases 
a question of fact cannot be fairly tried without it.” 

UsaAGE OF MARKET-——CONTRACT, 
Cropper v. Cook, 16 W. R. C. P. 596. 

This case illustrates the well-known rule that when an 
agent is authorised to contract in a particular market, 
“ the extent of his authority generally depends, not on 
any express authority, but on the usage of the particular 
market.” The question in the case arose upon a con- 
tract for the purchase of wool made by the defendants 
as the plaintiffs’ brokers. The defendants sent the usual 
bought and sold notes, but the bought note only con- 
tained the names of their principals, the plaintiffs. It 
was held that evidence was admissible to prove a usage 
upon the Liverpool market when the contract was made 
to issue bought and sold notes in this manner. 

We have so recently been discussing the general rules 
of law upon this subject (ante 514, 536, and 562), that 
it is needless to do more than note the decision in this 
case. 








REVIEWS. 


Seratchley on Building Societies, Life Assurance, and Revei'« 
sions. New Edition. 1867. 

We perhaps owe Mr. Scratchley some apology for not 
having inserted an earlier notice of his recent work, but the 
character of the work itself will, we hope, be a sufficient 
excuse. 

It appears to consist of a revised collection of various 
books and pamphlets which have for some years past been 
issued by him, and the whole, though small in compass, is so 
compressed and forms such an encyclopzdia of the law and 
practice of the subject of which it treats, that in sitting 
down to review it we have felt somewhat of the hesitation 
with which we should venture to discuss a fragment of the 
corpus juris or the long expected digest. 

That we may not seem to exaggerate, we will briefly state 
what the work contains. The first book discusses in the 
first part the principles and objects of benefit building socie- 
ties, and the nature and operations of compound interest, 
shows upon what principles such societies ought to be con- 
stituted, illustrating by examples the errors which are fre- 
quently fatal to their success, and explaining with great 
clearness the comparative advantages of permanent over 
terminating societies; gives usefulsuggestions on their prac- 
tical management, and specimens of actual balance sheets, 
showing their frequently delusive character ; and concludes 
with an alphabetical digest of the existing law relating to 
such socicties, as a specimen of which we select the fol- 
lowing at random:—“ Secretary, 100, The secretary 
should be called upon to execute a bond (10 Geo. 4, c. 56, 8. 
11). 101. He should take care how he signs promissory 
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notes on behalf of the society. (Bottomley v. Fisher, 1862, 1 
F. & C. 211, was a case where the secretary was held per- 
gonally liable on a promissory note signed, not countersigned, 
by him as secretary. See Art 84). 102. Orders for neces- 
sary repairs given by the secretary may bind the society, 
though not sanctioned by the trustees (or committee, as the 
case may be ) nor entered on the minutes. (Allard v. Bourne, 
1863, 15 C. B. N.S. 468.)” 

The second part of this book deals with the subject of 
local enterprise encouragement companies, the name of which 
sufficiently indicates their purpose, and contains some sug- 
gestions for their audit and management, and is followed 
by an appendix, with tables of interest, present value, &c., 
which although probably not the least useful part of the 
work, seems so full of facts, figures, and formed, that know- 
ing from Mr. Scratchley’s reputation as a mathematician we 
should in vain attempt to discover errors in it, we have not 
examined it in detail. It is enough to say that it shows 
how the amount of contribution to be paid by borrowers in 
a terminating society to make up a deficiency to the inves- 
tors, and the amount to be paid to an unadvanced member 
on withdrawal, and various other similar problems arising 
in the carrying on of such societies, are to be calculated and 
solved. 

The second book gives an account of the origin and his- 
tory of life assurance, discusses the amalgamation of assur- 
ance companies, vital statistics, laws of sickness, &c., and 
proposes various practical amendments as to the issue and 
transfer of policies, recommending a system of nomination, 
with which, from some discussions which have not long since 
been carried on in our columns on that subject, our readers 
will be familiar. 

The book concludes with a similar digest of the law, and 
a similar appendix of mathematical formu/e and tables to 
those contained in the first book. We think that we have 
said enough to show that “ Inquire within on everything 
connected with benefit societies and life assurance” would 
be a not inappropriate title. 

So much for the range of the work. With regard to its 
substance it is necessarily so much compressed as not to be 
very readable ; but it is decidedly suggestive, and therefore 
we think interesting, and the importance of many of the 
questions discussed, as, for instance, those of audit and 
management of companies, is by no means limited to the 
subjects of which the work professes to treat. We have 
thought it more useful to give our readers a notion of the 


contents of the work than to express our approbation or . 


disapprobation of the principles laid down in it, but as far 
as we have considered them they appear to be sound. Thus 
the writer makes it very clear that the two main functions of 
benefit building societies and socicties of that class are—(1) 
by means of a common fund to render one man’s surplus 
income applicable for the benefit of others as well as himself 
y bringing lenders and borrowers together; and (2) to 
operate as a savings’ bank forsmall sums,—and that when by 
extravagant promises to investors of a high rate of interest, 
and to borrowers of a speedy realisation of the shares, an 
attempt is made to give such societies a speculative character, 
they are sure to fail. Properly conducted, they are of un- 
doubted benefit to the community, whether devoted simply 
to the purposes which their name implies or by a combina- 
tion of life and other kinds of assurance, becoming a sort of 
“supply of all wants’ associations, and providing also for 
apprenticeship fees, marriage and family endowments, pen- 
sions in old age, fines on renewal, and various religious and 
benevolent purposes enumerated in the work before us. 

The author is decidedly sanguine on the subject of credit 
societies, but not without being fully alive to the dangers 
besetting them, many of which, with suggestions for avoiding 
them, are referred to. Thus he objects, and with great rea- 
son, to the provision so often inserted, in articles of associa- 
tion, giving directors a percentage on the declared profits, 
the obvious tendency of which is to bring the financial con- 
dition of the society towards that of the Irishman who pro- 
fessed to have an income ot £1,000 a-year, which was truo 
for the first year, and that only, his subsequent income being 
nil, The extent to which these provisions are sometimes 
carried illustrated by the following note :— 

._ ‘A series of companies founded by a gentleman residing 
in Belgium contain provisions in their respective articles of 
association which are worthy of notice, as showing the 
gradual growth, in that gentleman’s estimate, of the privi- 
leges of founders. After creating, in 1863, a partnership 
en commandite, of which he was managing partner (with 





twenty per cent. on the profits), he started in succession 
three companies, which we will call A., B., C., each of which 
was to some extent auxiliary to the original concern. A. 
was registered as a limited company in London, in the year 
1864, and he was appointed by the articles managing direc 
tor for five years certain. The promoters (of which he was 
one) were to receive ten per cent. on the excess of the profits 
over a six per cent. dividend for ninety years, and the 
directors were to receive £6,000 between them, and another 
10 per cent. on the excess of profits. In company B., 
likewise an English one, established January 1865, but 
managed by this gentleman abroad, the promoters’ 10 per 
cent. was to continue during the whole existence of the 
company, and six-tenths of it were to be placed at his sole 
disposal. Company C. was established in England in Sep- 
tember, 1865, and by the articles this gentleman was again 
appointed managing director, but this time for seven years, 
with 5 per cent. of the surplus profits for himself ; the direes 
tors were also appointed for seven years, and the promoters” 
remuneration was increased to 20 per cent., the whole to be 
placed at his sole disposal.” 

In arecent case (reported 15 W. R. 891) Lord Justice 
Wood, then Vice-Chancellor, in giving judgment, expressed 
his entire ignorance as to the meaning of the word ‘ amal- 
gamation ” applied to joint-stock companies. We may 
talk of their becoming one, just as on marriage man and 
wife are said to become one, but the rights and obligations 
of husband and wife consequent on marriage have takem 
some centuries to settle, and it is not surprising that the 
legal consequences of ‘‘ amalgamation ” of companies are ag 
a imperfectly known. On seeing a chapter of Mr. Scratch< 

ey’s work with the above title, we hoped to have been en 

lightened on the point, but unfortunately that chapter 
treats only of the causes and policy of amalgamations, and 
not of their legal consequences, and on referring to the 
digest under that heading, we do not perceive any distine< 
tion taken between amalgamation and the transfer of the 
business of one company to another. , 

We are upon the whole inclined to consider these digests 
the least satisfactory part of the work. Brevis esse laborat, 
obscurus fit, might be said of our author in one or two cases 
where the propositions laid down might, if accepted without 
qualification, be rather misleading, although we must admit 
that we have not discovered any positive error. The follow- 
ing proposition perhaps dropped in by mistake from some 
of Mr. Scratchley’s note-hooks. “The use of life assurance, 
in some countries of Europe, may be carried back to a re- 
mote time.’ Without wishing to undervalue facts however 
minute, we doubt whether the value of this proposition 
much exceeds that of the remark of the well-known cha- 
racter in ‘‘Bleak House.” ‘“There’s milestones on the 
Dover-road,” and we can only account for its insertion om 
the above hypothesis. In spite, however, of some defects 
the digests form auseful outline which readers of the work 
can fill up and supplement at their leisure. We had in- 
tended to say a few words of comparison between our author’s 
draft bill for enabling persons to settle and assign policies by 
nomination and endorsement, and the Act recently passed by 
which assignees of policies are allowed to sue in their own 
names, well as the much criticised life policies nomination 
bill, which has, we believe, been recently revised, but the 
subject extends too widely for us to enter upon it now. 


The Practice of the High Court of Admiralty of England. 
By Henry Cuaries Coors, F.S.A. London: Butter- 
worths. 

The book before us is a second and enlarged edition of a 
work on the practice of the Admiralty Court written by the 
same author some ten years ago. It is, however, a great im- 
provement on its predecessor, being much fuller and more 
systematically arranged, and containing greater facilities for 
reference. ‘The first part of the book is a treatise on the 
_—— of the Court, which appears to us to be very cares 

ully done, and to go thoroughly into the subject. The 


second part is a similar treatise on the practice of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in Admiralty 
Appeals, written on the same system as the former 


part. The rest and the larger half of the book consists 
of an appendix, which contains, Ist, the statistics re- 
lating to the Admiralty Court; 2ndly, the rules, orders, 
and regulations made under the 3 & 4 Vict. cc. 65 and 
66, and 17 & 18 Vict. c. 78; and Srdly, a large number 
of common forms and precedents of op os used in the 
Court of Admiralty, together with bills of costs. Then 
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come the statutes relating to the Privy Council practice and 
the Privy Council rules and the forms used in that court. 
Altogether Mr. Coote has done his work very carefully and 
completely, and we think his labours will be duly appre- 
ciated by Admiralty practitioners. 


Justitutes of the Jurisdiction, and of the Equity Jurispru- 
dence, and Pleadings of the High Court of Chancery, 
with Forms used in Practice, and with a Concise View of the 
Equity Jurisdiction of the County Courts. By WILuiaM 
GrirFitus, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. London: 
H. Sweet, 1868. 

It is curious that there is no really good educational 
treatise upon equity jurisprudence, but such is the fact. 
There are several books of considerable merit which penton 
to be an introduction to the study of equity, but there is 
not one which gives an intelligible outline of its doc- 
trines and practice. These new “Institutes” will not, we 
regret to say, supply the want, as they are inferior to 
several books already well-known on the same subject. 
They commence with a short and confused introduction, 
in which there is hardly any account of the real growth of 
equity, although there is a great display of learning in an 
examination into the etymology of the word ‘‘ chancellor,” 
The doctrines of equity are then carina arrauged under 
the heads connaubium, commercium, and the civitas, under 
which ‘‘the relations of society affected by law may be 
elassed.”” The first relates te the rights of property of 
married women, the last apparently to infants, idiots, and 
lunatics, while “commercium embraces all the rest of the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery, except, perhaps, that 
which falls within trusts, accident, mistake, and. fraud, as 
explained in the chapter devoted to these subjects. A. mo- 
ment’s reflection is sufficient to convince anyone that such 
an atrangement is entirely unsuited to a manual of 
equity alone. 

- The composition of the book bears evident: marks of 

hasty and ill-considered compilation, and the. style is 

careless in the extreme. At page 81 we find ‘no person 
can be presumed to be acquainted with all matters of fact, 
dine tas and therefore an ignorance of facts does not 
import culpable negligence. But still, although the negligence 
be not gross, in many cases active diligence is requisite.” 

At page 30, we read of “negotiable real property,”’ which 
is an entirely new phrase, and at page 75 the author drops 
the ‘‘ we,” and assumes the first personal singnlar, and then 
proceeds to tell a story of ‘‘a good clergyman”. who, as 
well as we can make out—the account is anything but 
clear—having retained Mr. Griffiths as his counsel, bronght 
an action successfuly against a lecturer for having been un- 
avoidably prevented by a snow-storm from giving a lecturé 
at a stipulated time. When the provisions of statutes are 
stated, the sections referred to are given at length, instead 
of their effect only being stated. Pages 36—39, 140—147 
are instances, and not the only ones, of this. 

The most curious thing in the work is the way in which 
reported cases are referred to. Law Rep. is always 
omitted in citations from the law reports, and the conse- 
quence is that, when we find such a reference as at 129, 
1 Q. B. 558, we do not know whether that means the first 
volume of the Law Reports or of the Queen’s Bench Reports. 
The citations from cases decided before the commencement 
of the Law Reports are usually from the Jurist alone, which 
is very inconvenient for those who do not possess those re- 

rts. The Jurist, too, is cited in a novel manner, thus 

- (61) 1129 means 7 Jur. N. S. 1129. Mr. Griffiths has 
also an odd habit of citing cases ‘‘ ex relatione the writer.” 
Thus, at page 125, ‘‘ Burdon v. Barkus, ex relatione the 
writer and J. (62) 656.” However valuable the notes of 
Mr. Griffiths may be, it seems at the least unnecessary to 
cite them when the case has been duly reported. In several 

aces, also, cases are cited from the Times, when they 

ve been reported in the current reports, as at page 148, 
Webster y. Le Hunt, which was reported in 9 Wh 4, 
827, long before the book was published. 

The book concludes with an explanation of the duties of 
the various officials who transact the business of the Court 
of Chancery, and it contains a number of forms of bills, pe- 
titions, &c.; also an equity time table, showing the time 
within which the various steps in a suit in chancery must 
be taken, The index is meagre and incomplete. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
SraTrement or THE Nummer or Causes, Petitions, Xe. 
disposed of in Court in the weck ending Thursday, 
June 4, 1868. 
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Vice-CHANCELLOR GIFFARD. 
Patent Causes. 

His Honovr, a few days since, upon an application being 
made to him for a jury ina patent case, said :—I will not 
have a jury in these patent causes, unless special reasons be 
assigned upon affidavit. There are, no doubt, cases in which 
itis necessary to have ajury, but I am quite sure that, 
for the determination of complicated questions upon patents, 
ajury is objectionable. 


Vice-CHanceLttor Matiys. 

June 8rd.—His Honour said he had before him so many 
cases of alleged damage sustained in light and air cases, and 
it being utterly impossible for the Court to determine the 
quantum of damages with anything like mathematical ac- 
curacy, in future he should endeavour to find means by 
which the parties could be made to agree to abide by the award 
of an arbitrator to be chosen. The courts of law sent diffi- 
cult cases of complicated detail to arbitration, and he 
thought it was a practice that might usefully be followed in 
chancery, where the injury complained of was such that no 
two minds were likely to come to the same conclusion upon 
it. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(In Banco, before Bovi11, C.J., and Wittzs, and Sarr, JJ.) 
May 29.—Re_Appleton Stephenson, an Attorney. 

In this case a rule had been obtained calling upon Mr. 
Appleton Stephenson, an attorney practising at bean 5 in 
Yorkshire, to show cause why he should not be struck off 
the roll of attorneys of this court for breach of trust and 
dishonest practices as such attorney. 

A, L. Smith showed cause against the rule, 

Murray appeared to support it. 

It appeared from the affidavits on which the rule was ob- 
tained, that one William Hill, deceased, late of Whitby, by 
his will left £9,000 personal estate, in trust, for various parties, 
and that Mr. Appleton Stephenson was made the acting 
trustee. under the will. From the affidavit of Mr. Stephen 
Wharton it sree’ that in 1866 Mr. Appleton Stephenson 
was in difficulties and attempting to pass through the 
Bankruptcy Court, and it then appeared that he had 
misappropriated no less a sum than £4,664 of the trust 
moneys of the late Mr. Hill’s will, under various pretexts of 
advancing them on mortgages, without notice to the parties 
beneficially interested, and that he had appropriated this 
large sum to his own use. It further appeared on other 
affidavits that, on further inquiries being made in consequence 
of this diseovery, he had in a similar manncr appropriated 
to his own use a sum of £490 belonging to a Mrs. Soles 
that he had put into his own pocket and spent a sum of £500, 
intrusted to him to invest on mortgage by a Mr. Dale, a 
farmer in Yorkshire, and also a further sum of £200, in a 
similar manner, intrusted to him to invest, belonging to a 
Mr. Wakefield. 

A. L. Sinith showed cause on affidavits in answer, 

Murray in support of the rule was not called on, 

The Lorp Cuter Justicesaid it was avery lamentablething 
that a person who had filled an honourable position in society 
should have placed himself in the position in which Mr, 
Stephenson now stood. On these affidavits he could come 
to no other conclusion than that Mr. Stephenson had grossly 
abused the confidence of his clients—not in a single instance 
but in many, and had attempted to conceal his conduct by a 
system of apparent but worthless securities. His affidavits 
in explanation were very unsatisfactory ; and his attempts 
to disguise some of the facts were too transparent, and left 
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the charge unanswered that he had appropriated his client’s 
moneys to his own use. There was no position more sacred 
or important than that where an attorney became trustee for 
others and assumed responsibilities as an officer of that court 
on their behalf. The Court was asked to discredit this 
person as an officer of the court. It seemed to him impos- 
sible for the Court to allow him again to appear as an ac- 
credited person and a member ofhis profession. It was true 
that for along period his name had been on the roll of the 
court, and thathe had occupieda position of credit; but during 
that period it appeared in one case where he had been made a 
trustee undera will, and where foralong period the property had 
not been investigated, that for nineteen years he had been mis- 
appropriating the trust funds. On the whole, without saying 
more on the reasons for their judgment, the facts being be- 
yond all doubt, the Court had no alternative but to order 
that his name as an attorney be struck off the roll of the 
Court. 

Writes, J., was of the same opinion. He was at 
aloss to see how it was possible todo anything short of 
striking Mr. Stephenson’s name off the rolls of this court. 
It had been often observed that “an henest attorney was 
his client’s best friend;” but a dishonest one had the 
means in his power of spreading ruin among his confiding 
clients. That being so, an attorney who had proved him- 
-self to be a dishonest one by a series of transactions the 
Court had had to investigate, ought, for the sake of the 
public, for the sake of his profession, and for the character 
of the Court of which he was an officer, to he struck 
off the rolls. 

Ssaru, J., was of the same opinion. 

Judgment accordingly. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Pirr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 
June 2.—Housdon v. Howett. 
In replevin—Where judgment for defendant he loses the costs 
of distress. 

This case was heard onthe 19th May, when the Court 
found that there was no ground whatever for the allegation 
of the plaintiff that the defendant had no right to distrain 
on the plaintiff for rent. -On :epplying for the replevin 
warrant tho plaintiff had paid a sum of money into court in 
preference to giving a bond, and the Court ordered that the 
rent distrained for £14 with costs of defendant’s attorney 
and witness should be paid out of money in court, and the 
balance returned to the plaintiff. 

Mr. Ody applied to-day on behalf of defendant to have 
the taxation of costs revised. He said his client had dis- 
trained on the goods of the plaintifffor rent due. The 
plaintiff replevied and brought an action, when his Honour 
at once said there was not the slightest pretext for the re- 
cot proceedings. It now appeared that the plaintiff had 

ost the costs of a distraint which was perfectly legal, unless 
his Honour could otherwise order. 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said he had no power to make any fur- 
ther order on the subject. He had ordered the rent to be 
paid, together with costs of attorney and witness, but as to 
the costs of the distress, that question was not before him. 
and he could not interfere. Referring to form 158, he said 
it was obvious that the only costs he could order were “costs 
of suit,” which certainly did not include the costs of the 


88. 

Mr. Ody said it was hard upon his client that he should 
lose the costs of a perfectly legitimate proceeding. It ap- 
peared now that a tenant might avoid payment of the costs 
of a distress, however just, by denying his landlord’s right, 
and replevying. 


Wood v. Howard 
Rudeness on the part of a groom to his employer's friend 
does not entitle the employer to dismiss the groom without 
notice, 

The meen a groom, claimed a month’s wages and £5 
added, for wrongful dismissal. From plaintiff's evidence it 
appeared that he had been some months in the service of 
the defendant, a single lady. A gentleman named Cam- 
phausen was in the habit of visiting the lady, “ paying his 
ad to her,” plaintiff believed. One morning plaintiff 
had groomed the two horses belonging to his mistress as 
usual, and was then sent out on an errand. On his return 
he found that Mr, Camphausen had let the horses out of the 





stable, and they had been running over the lawn and about 
the grounds until they were little better for the labour he 
had bestowed on them before he went out. Camphausen 
ordered plaintiff to catch the horses, which he refused, where- 
upon the gentleman called plaintiff an idle fellow. Plain- 
tiff retorted by saying the horses ought not to have been 
turned out, and that Camphausen was no gentleman. An 
altercation ensued, which was put an end to by the appear- 
ance of the lady, who dismissed plaintiff at once, and refused 
to pay him his wages. 

The defence failed to alter the case materially as put for 
the plaintiff by Mr. Richard Davis. Two servants of Mr. 
Camphausen whos? evidence indicated strong ill-feeling to- 
wards the plaintiff, said they were witnesses to the alterca- 
tion. They described plaintiff's language as very wicked, 
but on examination by the judge this wicked language was 
reduced to a very “ mild oath.”’ 

Mr. Prrr Tayior said rudeness to his employer’sfriend was 
a very different thing from like conduct to his employer. 
That conduct would no doubt have justified a notice 
to leave, but did not justify instant dismissal and 
forfeiture of wages earned; judgment must be for the 
plaintiff for the £5 claimed for wrongful dismissal, and the 
month’s wages, minus a few shillings he had charged too 
much, as he had not worked the whole month when dismissed. 
Plaintiff was not, however, entirely free from blame, and his 
costs therefore would only include the court fees; he must 
pay for professional assistance out of his own pocket. 


EXETER, 
(Before Serjeant Perersporrr, Judge.) 
May 7.—Strong v. Elliott. 

Where a bailiff distrained upon the tenant of a corporation 
under a distress warrant signed by the clerk to the corporation, 
but not under the common seal of the corporation, and served @ 
notice of distress upon the tenant which described the vent as due 
to the clerk, : 

Held, first, that in order to render the distress legal, it was 
not necessary that the distress warrant should be under the 
oommon seal of the corporation. 

Secondly, that the mis-description in the notice of distress was 
Satal, and rendered the distress illegal. 

This was an action for an alleged illegal distress levied by 
the defendant on the goods of the plaintiff. 

Mr. Floud appeared for the plaintiff ; and Mr. Fryer for 
the defendant. 

It appeared that the plaintiff was tenant of certain 
premises in Exeter, which belonged to the town coun- 
cil. Disputes had arisen between the corporation a nd 
himself, and in the month of March last the corpora- 
tion instructed the defendant Elliott—who is a bailiff 
residing in Exeter—to distrain on the plaintiff for £1 13s., 
being the balance of rent alleged by them to be due from 
him. Defendant accordingly went to the office of Mr. Denis 
Moore, whois the town-clerk of Exeter, and there receiveda 
warrant of distress in the usnal form. The warrant was 
signed by Mr. Moore, but the corporation seal was not affixed 
to it. Inpursuance of his instructions, defendant accord- 
ingly levied on plaintiff's goods. In the notice of distress 
served by him upon the plaintiff, however, the rent was de- 
scribed as due to Mr. Moore. The original distress warrant 
was lost, and no copy of it had been preserved. Defendant, 
however, swore most positively that he had filled up the 
notice of distress in accordance with the distress warrant, 
and that the latter document alleged the rent to be due to 
Mr. Moore. The corporation did not repudiate defendant's 
authority. 

Mr. Floud, for the plaintiff, contended that he was enti- 
tled to recover on two grounds, /irst—because tlie distress 
warrant ought to have been under the common seal of the 
corporation ; secondly—because the allegation in the notice 
of distress that the rent was due to Mr. Moore was fatal to 
the legality of the distress. 

Serjt. PETERSDORFF now gave judgment, the case having 
been adjourned from the March Court, in order that he might 
consider it. Hesaid that Mr. Floud’s first objection was 
that the warrant ought to have been under the common seal 
of the corporation. It was not usual, however, in practice, 
for corporations to give warrants under their common seal, 
and of late years the custom of not doing so had very much 
gained ground, Nor was it necessary that the distress war- 
rant should be under the common seal, All that the law 
required was that the party distraining should be acting 
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under the corporation, and should be authorised by them to 
distrain. As the defendant in the present case was so au- 
thorised, his judgment on the first — would accordingly 
be in his favour. The allegation that the rent was due to 
Mr. Moore, the town-clerk, was, however, clearly a mis- 
description, and on that point the plaintiff was clearly en- 
titled to his judgment for the full amount claimed. He did 
not think, however, that it was a case for costs. 
Judgment for plaintiff, each party to pay his own costs. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mi. Joun Naver, of Shepton Mallet, Somerset, has becn 
appointed‘a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Epwarp Dwyer, barrister-at-law, of the Northern 
Circuit, has been appointed a puisne judge of the Supreme 
Court of the Cape of good Hope. Mr. Dwyer was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in January, 1857, and has hitherto 
been a member of the Northern Circuit. 

Mr. Epwarp Wirtrim Cox, recorder of Falmouth and 
Helston, has been created a serjeant-at-law. Serjeant Cox 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple, in May, 1843, 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Cocnty Court Act, 1867, Secrron 2—“ Cause or Action.” 

Sir,—In reply to the first question in G. A. J.’s letter 
under this head, appearing in the Solicitors’ Journal of the 
16th May, there appears to be little doubt that B. would be 
entitled, under the recent County Courts Act (30 & 31 Vict. 
ce. 142), to sue A. in the county court of his (B.’s) district, 
in the case put by your correspondent. : 

The first section of the Act provides that “a plaint may 
be entered by leave of the judge or registrar 
; in the county court in the district of which the 
cause of action or suit wholly or in part arose.” 

Now it is clear no contract existed until the acceptance 
by B. of A.’s order to supply the goods, and it seems to me 
to follow that, on B.’s performing his part of the contract 
by delivering the goods, a “cause of action” “in part,” 
if not “ wholly,” arises in his district. T. C.8. 





Tue New Rerorm -Act. 

Sir,—No doubt the revising barristers will be much tor- 
mented this year with crucial questions arising out of the 
lodger franchise, and the number of registration appeals will 
probably be swelled by these cases. 

I do not think, however, that the questions stated by 
«© W, P.” in your last number admit of much doubt. As to 
question 1, it is obvious that a man occupying lodgings in 
conjunction with his wife, is sole tenant for the purpose of 
the Act, and so he would be if he had living with him, not 
only his wife. but ascore of children. The sole head of the 
family inhabiting the lodgings would be the sole tenant. 
Question 2. A draper’s assistant occupying a room in his 
master’s premises is certainly not a ‘‘lodger” within the 
meaning of the Act. Hedoes not pay any rent, in the 
strictest phrase, and has not the exclusive dominion over the 
room. Question 3 must also be answered in the affirmative 

by SENEX. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 29.—The Stockbrokers (Ireland) Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

The Documentary Evidence Bill was read a third time and 
passed. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

May 30.—The New Law Courts,—Mr. Baillie Cochrane 

urged the claims of the Thames Embankment Site. 


r, Cowper, while sympathising with the desire to have | 


a fine building on the river bank, defended the site already 
chosen, and hoped no change would be made to cause further 


elay. 
Mr. Moctagne Chambers advocated the river site. 
SirG. Bowyer thought that a site having been decided 





on, the question should not be re-opened; an alteration 
would risk much expense and delay. 

The Promissory Notes Bill was read a second time. 

The order for the second reading of the Investment of Trust 
Funds Act Amendment Bill was discharged. 

The Vagrant Act Amendmment Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JOHN SAVAGE. 

The death is announced of John Savage, Esq., of St,. 
Leonards, near Maidstone, who expired at his seat on the 
2ist of May. Mr. Savage was educated at Emmanuel 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. 1820; 
he was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in June 
1821, and_ was for many years Master in Equity of the 
Supreme Court at Madras. He was a justice of the peace 
and a deputy licutenant for the county of Kent, and served 
the office of High Sheriff in 1857. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

The thirty-sixth Annual Commemorative Festival of this 
highly useful society was held at the Freemasons’ Tavern, 
on Tuesday evening, under the presidency of the Right Hon. 
Lord Chief Baron Kelly. 

Amongst the numerous company present we noticed:— 
Dr. Spinks, Mr. Cleasby, Q.C., Mr. Schomberg, Q.C., 
Mr. Chas. Pollock, Q.C., Mr. F. O. Haynes, Mr. Chisholm 
Anstey, Mr. Cecil Russell, Mr. Tindal Atkinson, Mr. Maid- 


; low, Mr. Butler Rigby, Mr. Secondary Potter, Messrs. 


Milne, Addison, Watson, Lewis, Bromley, Hodgson, Har- 
vey, &c., ke. 

The report, which was taken as read, stated that—* Pay- 
ments for pensions during the past twelve months have 
amounted to £310 18s., and the total expenditure on this 
account to £4,588 15s. 

The last relief afforded out of the principal fund con- 
sists of an allowance of £50 to the family of every member 
on his decease, and of a sum of £25 to cach member 
whose wife dies in his life-time. Nine members have 
died since the last anniversary, and the family of each 
have received the sum of £50. To six members whose 
wives have died during the same period £25 each has been. 
paid, In satisfying these claims £580 has been expended, 
making the total sum paid to members and their families 
on account of death alone £12,077 10s. 

‘¢ The committee are happy to state that, after satisfying 
every claim, they haye been able to make some addition to 
the invested capital. The receipts of the general fund 
during the year have amounted to £4,121 3s. 1d, and the 
disbursements to £2,646 19s. 9d. The difference has been 
added to the society’s investments, which have thus been 
increased from £38,084 0s. 3d., on the Ist of April, 1867, to 
£40,554 4s. on the 6th of April, 1868. With the exception 
of £362 8s. 11d. cash in hand, the whole of the funds are 
invested in Government or on real securities, 

**The Casual or Benevolent Fund is employed in assist- 
ing members, non-members, their widows and families, with 
small gifts of money when guttering from unavoidable dis- 
tress. In addition to the £50 paid to the family of a 
member on his decease, his widow and children have still 
a claim on the funds ; and, in any pressing emergency, the 
committee have power, from time to time, to make them a 
grant of £5. 

“The state of the casual fund is as follows :—On the 
1st of April, 1867, the cash in hand was £148 6s, 5d. The 
receipts of the year have amounted to £516 14s, 10d., and 
the disbursements to £449 13s, 5d., leaving a balance ir 
hand on the 6th of April, 1868, of £215 7s. 10d. 

‘*There is also a sum of £783 17s. 1d. Reduced Annui- 
ties, standing to the credit of this fund, which, it is 
hoped, may be set apart as the commencement of a fund 
out of which the society may ultimately be able to grant 
small pensions to deserving widows of deceased members - 
who may be in indigent circumstances. 

“The committee have much pleasure in stating that the 
members’ contributions to the funds during the year haye 
amounted to £1,792 14s. 6d.” 
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After the customary loyal toasts, 

The CHAIRMAN said: Gentlemen, we must now at this 
“period of the evening pass away from the greatness and \ 
splendour of royalty, and from the glory and heroism of | 
the battle-field and the united services, to the serious and | 
sober business which we have this night in hand. I shall } 
now propose to you a toast in which you all, as well as do } 
I, feel the deepest interest—‘‘ Prosperity to the United 
‘Law Clerks’ Society.” (Applause.) This, gentlemen, is 
a society and institution for which any country might well 
take credit to itself, and upon it look with gratification ; 
and approval. It is indeed one in which every member of | 
the profession of the law, high and low, humble and dis- | 
tinguished, is bound, as a duty, to do -his best to en- ' 
courage, extend and support. (Hear, hear.) I would that 
I were able to do justice to the task which has been al- 
lotted to me here, but I regret to say that I labour under | 
a severe infirmity from relaxation of the throat, from which | 
however you may derive consolation, seeing that it will | 
necessarily render my speech very brief. (No, no.) Were | 
it indeed prudent or possible to exceed the just bounds of 
physical capacity, I own I should be ready and eager to do ; 

so, for I know of no toast, no sentiment which could be | 
proposed in which I can most unfeignedly say I could feel 
amore anxious interest than in that of the prosperity of 
this society. (Applause.) It may be unfortunately for 
myself, but I may say I am a member with the longest 
experience that any man living possesses, in association 
with that very class of persons whose interests we are here | 
assembled to promote, whose well-being it is our object to 
further, to extend, and to make long-enduring and pros- 
perous. (Hear, hear.) Being, I think, the oldest living 
member of the bar of England, and having within less than 
two years ceased to belong to that body, let me say that 
after forty-four years of constant intercourse with those 
members of the legal profession who constitute the class 
whose interest we desire to further, I know of no class in 
society upon whom more directly depend the interest and 
the well-being of the community at large. (Hear, hear.) 


I am happy to add that I know of no class, humble as 
they may be deemed by many, in whom I have found a 
purer spirit of honour and integrity. ees wag 


They 
are ever ready to discharge their duties under difficulties, 
against obstacles, amidst perplexities, dangers, and temp- 
tations ; and consequently in proposing the toast which | 
shall presently do, I shall call upon you to offer up your 
vows, and to express your warm and cordial wishes for the 
continued success of that class of your fellow subjects. 
(Hear, hear.) We all know that few men, whatever may 
be their rank or station in society, whatever may be their 
calling, can pass through a single year of life, without 
having directly or indirectly to seek the assistance of a 
legal adviser. Of course, we look in the first instance to 
that numerous, indeed, but yet excellent and able class of 
persons, the attorneys and solicitors of England. But 
what could they do without their clerks? Why, their 
clerks are the men who actually do the work. They are 
the soldiers and the sailors who fight, whilst the officers 
indeed support them and offer them the benefit of their 
example, directing, projecting, and commanding. But I 
repeat it is to the attorneys’ clerks that we must look for 
the actual practical business of life in which attorneys and 
solicitors are engaged ; and it is upon them we must rely 
for the right conduct of that business, which all of us 
sooner or later and more or less throughout our lives are 
engaged in. I would, therefore, say to the attorneys’ 
clerks of the metropolis: You are a bedy of men who 
have hitherto, amidst many difficulties, and notwithstand- 
ing many temptations to do wrong, acquired a status for 
yourselves ; a high and solid reputation. You can main- 
tain it. You can further improve and enhance it among 
the people of this country only by pursuing that 
course which, though a few of you may indeed have 
copetted from, the greater number have invariably 
followed through life from your earliest years down 
to the present time. (Hear, hear.) You have distin- 

hed yourselves for that ability which is most useful 

-in the practical conduct of the alfairs of life. You have 
kept the secrets of your employers ; you have dealt honestly 
to those who have trusted you; you have conducted your- 
selves and expressed yourselves truthfully when you have 
been called upon to speak or depose to anything which has 
fallen within your province ; aye, and upon all occasions 
you have shown that you are actuated by a conscientious 





principle of rectitude, proving that you act upon the 
Christian pg **Do as you would be done by.” (Ap- 
plause.) You have thus acquired the confidence of your 
employers and the respect of the public at large. Why, 
then, have I oceupied you for a few moments in referring to 
your past career, and the principles which have guided the 
greater number amongst you? Because, I would now pre- 
sume to add, there is something further incumbent upon 
you. Many of you possess an ability established in the 
offices of your employers, having acquired their confidence, 
being trusted by all around you, trith the prospect of rising 
step by step—not all of you perhaps very high—but some 
peradventure at some time, be it near or be it distant, to 
very high positions. But whatever may be your hopes, 
whatever my be your destiny, great numbers amongst you 
are now toiling along in pursuit, not so much of fame and 
fortune as of independence—the means of securing a liveli- 
hood for yourselves and your families. Therefore 1 address 
you to say there is one virtue—and it is a virtue, indeed— 
that I would exhort you to practise, and that is, the virtue 
of providence and economy. (Applause.) - Bya very little, 
but constant and always operating self-denial, you may pur- 
sue a system of economy which will enable you at a very 
slight sacrifice, indeed, to lay up a fund in ease you should 
yourselves be afflicted with misfortunes which may fall upon 
any among us. But, above all, you must secure somethin 
for helpless widows and children that you may leave behin 
you, if you will only resolve that you will accomplish the 
object which I am urging you to pursue. Save a little, but 
a little, every year; become members of this excellent society. 
(Hear, hear.) I am not now speaking to those within these 
walls, who have anticipated all I could say, but to those who 
are beyond the reach of my voice, to whom my words may 
be repeated. I address myself to the 3,000 or 4,000 or more 
of the attorneys’ and solicitors’ clerks of the metropolis and 
the parts adjacent when I urge the practice of economy and 
self-denial, so that something, if necessary, may be secured 
for yourselves, andsolaceand comfort for those whom you may 
leave behind—your widows and your children. (Applause.) 
I have learnt from the report with infinite satisfaction that 
this society is advancing and increasing in its numbers and 
in its resources, and consequently in its power of dispensing 
and effecting good. Let me add that during whatever space 
may be allotted to me, be it long or be it short, no effort on 
my part shall ever be wanting among those higher members 
of the profession with whom it is my fortune to associate to 
advance, further, promote, and extend the beneficial influ- 
ences of this society. (Applause.) Whatever may be the 
salary you receive, I would exhort each of you to do his best 
to contribute to and enhance this society’s funds, and thus 
furnish the means of providing succour for yourselves, if 
unhappily you should ever need it, as well as for those who 
may come after you. I would appeal also to the attorne 
and solicitors themselves. They are indeed, as they mame 
to be, the chief supporters of this society. I need not say, I 
am sure, that I entertain respect and gratitude towards that 
great class of the community, and I trust. they will do their 
est, as well in the provinces as in the metropolis, to encou- 
rage and extend this society. But I go further, and I speak 
not in vain, I am sure, when I appeal to the bar. I know 
that that order of high talented and independent body, to 
which it was so long my pride to belong, and with the mem- 
bers of which it was my delight long to associate, look with 
respect and regard, fom almost with affection, upon the class 
of persons who are interested in this society. With 
to those who are on the Bench, I know not one of them who 
does not entertain the same feeling of interest, regard, confi- 
dence, and esteem for the members of this institution, to aid 
which we are on this occasion assembled. In conclusion, 
therefore, proposing ‘‘ Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ 
Society,” I assure you from the bottom of my heart I wish 
you well, and that as long as I live I will do my best to 
promote your welfare. (Loud cheers.) 

Mr. Scuompere, Q.C., proposed ** The Lord Chancellor 
and the other Patrons of the Society.” He regretted that 
his was not the eloquent tongue, but the merits of the Lord 
Chancellor were so transcendant as to make eloquent praise 
needless. Lord Cairns was, in fact, nuldé secundus, (Ap- 
plause.) And whatever might be their varied political sen- 
timents, all would agree that he was the right man in the 
right place. (Hear, hear.) Of the other distingsiahpa 

trons of the society nothing was required to be said ; and 
+ was sure the toast would be enthusiastically received. 

Mr, MarpLow responded on behalf of the patrons, and 
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drew especial attention to the fact that all legal men were 
members of one body ; the ladder was continuous, upon the 
rounds of which each might rise to higher station who pos- 
sessed ability and integrity. The law had ever been fruitful 
of great men ; and he reminded the auditory that he who 
now filled the highest position a commoner could occupy 
early in his career filled a post in the office of an attorney. 
(Hear, hear.) 

Mr. H. G. Rocrers having read the list of subscriptions and 
donations, including one from the Lord Chancellor of twenty 
guineas. 

Mr. Creaspy, Q.C., proposed the health of the Chair- 
man, paying a graceful tribute to the Chief Baron’s amiable 
qualities ; and rejoicing that a distinguished career at the 
Dar had culminated in an exaltation sufficient to satisfy the 
loftiest ambition. (Hear, hear.) 

The CHarrMAN, in response, stated he hoped to be pre- 
sent on similar occasions in future. 

Mr. Po.tock, Q.C., proposed ‘“‘ The Bench, the Bar, and 

the Profession.” It would not be becoming in him to say 
much of the Bench; but he was persuaded the Judges were 
never held in greater respect by the people of the country, 
and never did they more merit it by their integrity, indus- 
try, and sound discretion. (Hear, hear.) He referred to 
the fact that he was with the Chairman in the last case he 
was engaged in when at the bar, and gratefully acknow- 
ledged the kindly assistance and consideration evidenced by 
his lordship. (Hear, hear.) Some people had a notion that 
the members of the bar were people who only received fees 
to distort facts, frighten witnesses, and make a way of escape 
for guilty prisoners. (A laugh.) Those who heard him 
knew what a hard struggle was that of a junior. Counsel, 
after all, however, only fired the guns ; the solicitors loaded 
them ; and the clerks made up the ammunition. (Hear, 
hear.) He was glad to find that one of the leading rules of 
the society was that it helped those who helped themselves. 
(Applause.) 

Mr CutsHoim ANsTeyY responded; and the remaining toasts 
of the Honorary Stewards and one or two others having 
been disposed of, the guests departed at a comparatively 
early hour. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a mecting held at Clement's Inn Hall, on the 3rd inst., 
with Mr. Stenning in the chair, it was moved by Mr. Mead, 
—‘ That the systems of law and equity should be united. 

The motion war carried by a majority of three. 

It was announced that the subject selected for the “ Davis's 
Prize” Essay, 1868, was “Qui Facit per aliano, Facit per 
se.” 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Trinity Term, 1868. 

The final examination of articled clerks took place on the 
2nd and 3rd instant. 

The examiners were—The Master Walton (Court of Ex- 
chequer), Messrs. Alfred Bell, William Ford, Frederick 
Ha'sey Janson, Edward Lawrance. s 

QUESTIONS. 
f.—Cosmow axp Srarcre Law anp Practice or THe 
Courts. 

1. When a writ of summons for a debt has been personally 
served on a defendant being a British subject resident 
‘abroad, what steps are necessary in order to obtain judg- 
ment, and to ascertain the amount for which such judgment 
may be signed? What must the affidavit in support of the 
application disclose ? 

2. Explain the term stoppage in transitu; and give an 
instance when it may be exercised by ‘a vendor. 

3. When a document is admitted by the opposite party 
under the usual notice to admit, saving all just exceptions, 
give an instance when such document would not be receiv- 
able in evidence. 

4. What sort of annexation of a chattel to the fréchold is 
necessary to coustitute a fixture in its legal sense. In ré- 
spect of what classes of fixtures may the right of removal 


still be exercised by a tenant ? 
5. State the principal irregularities in making a distress 
for rent, in respect of which an action would lic. 








6. Under pleas of a xg of way for twenty and forty 
years under statute 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71 (Lord Ten terden’s 
Act) ; what facts are necessary to be proved besides t he mere 
proof of user of the way for those periods ? 

7. What is the meaning of a garnishee order? What 
are the facts necessary to be stated in the affidavit on apply- 
ing to a judge for such an order ? 

8. In what cases will an appeal lie under the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, and on the Court refusing a rule 
nist for a new trial, or to enter a verdict, or nonsuit; and 
on the Court discharging or making such rules absolute when, 
granted ? 
~ 9, When an action has been brought on a lost bill of ex. 
change, how is a defendant prevented from setting up the 
loss of such bill as a defence ? 

10. What protection has been given to defendants in ac-- 
tions for malicious prosecution, illegal arrest, libel, and’ 
other actions of tort, by the statutes 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142 ? 
(County Courts Amendment Act). 

11. In whose name, and under what circumstances, will 
an action lie against a person causing the death of another, 
under statute 9 & 10 Vict. c. 93 (Lord Campbell’s Act), 
and for whose benefit may such action be brought ? 

12. What is the meaning of the term executor de son tort 
—What acts would render a person liable as such ? 

13. Mention one or two instances in which it would be 
advisable to claim an injunction in an action at law; and 
how is it obtained ? 

14. As a general rule, when goods are lost by a carrier; 
is the consignor or consignee the proper party to sue the 
carrier ? 

15. When there isa mutual current account between two 
parties, and a payment is made by one of them without any 
specific direction as to the application of such payment, 
what is the presumption of law as to tho items of the 
account to which such payment must be applied ? 

IT.— Conveyancine. 

1. If a man dies intestate leavitig a wife, mother-in-law, 
step-mother, a sister, a niece, daughter of a deceased brother, 
two nephews sons of a deceased sister, and no other relations 
him surviving, who will be entitled to his real and personal 
estate, and in what proportions ? 

2. Define the difference between probate duty, legacy 
duty, and succession duty. 

3. Mention four distinct and different instances of the 
liability to pay succession duty. 

4, Specify the difference between great and small tithes. 

5. Whois entitled to the glebe, and great and small tithes, 
and what duties or obligations attach to the ownership of 
any of these properties ¢ 

6. Specify some of the disadvantages which result from 
the owner of personal estate dying intestate instead of 
testate. 

7. In what respect, and under what circumstances, is a 
specific legatee in a better situation than a general legatee ? 
Give instances of a specific, and also of a general legacy. 

8. What is the highest rate of interest which may be se- 
cured on mortgage of real and personal estate respectively ? 

9. If the willof A. is proved by his two executors B. and 
C., and then B. dies intestate, and then C. dies testate, but 
without naming executors, who will be the legal personal 
representative to A.? 

10. Specify the clauses and provisions in a contract for 
the sale of a house, held for a term of years, in the order in 
which they should stand. 

11. Specify the clauses and provisions you would insert 
‘in a money settlement (after the limitations in favour 6f 
the husband and wife and the issue of the marriage) in the 
order in which they should stand. 

12. Who pays the expense of the following deeds in the 
absence of express stipulation ?—a: marriage settlement of 
wife’s real estate. b. Marriage settlement of husband’s 
personal estate. ¢. Bond of indemnity. «. Covenant to 
make conditional surrender of copyholds. e¢. Absolute 
assignment for valuable consideration of leaseholds for lives. 

13, If A. borrows money on the security of his life interest 
in consols settled on his marriage, and policy of assurance 

effected on his life and in his own namo, what enquiries 
“should you make, as solicitor for the lender, before the 
completion of the mortgage, and what notices should you 
serve after its completion ? 

14. What might be the consequonce to your client, and 
also to yourself, if you omitted to make the — and 
serve the notices referred to in the last question 
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15. Under what circumstances and with what exceptions ; 


may a married woman dispose of her reversi interest 
in real and personal estate which is of settled to her separate 
use ? 

Il].—Eeavuiry anv Practice or THE Courts. 


1. What are the principal steps taken in a suit which 
is brought to a hearing in the usual way ? 

2. What is a motion for decree, and when may it be 
made ? 

3. When can a defendant administer interrogatories for 
the examination of the plaintiff, and how ? 

4, What is the difference between a plea and a demurrer, 
and when does a plea require to be on oath ? 

5. What are the duties of a receiver, and when will the 
court appoint one ? 

6. Explain the meaning, and effect, of the maxim that 
equity acts x personam, the law acting in rem. 

7. Aman may be owner of a thing in equity, when 
another man is owner at law. What isthe meaning of the 

uitable ownership; how does it operate; and how does 
the Court of Chancery give effect to it ? 

8. Suppose a man to have obtained a legal ownership by 
fraud: on what principle of jurisdiction, and in what way, 
does the Court of Chancery enforce the right of the person 
defrauded against the fraudulent legal title ? 

9, Explain the meaning of the maxim that equity will 
not allow a trust to fail for want of a trustee; and give an 
instance of its application. 

10. It is said that equity follows the law—what does 
this maxim mean, and how does it apply ? 

11. Why, and how, did the Statute of Uses fail to ac- 
complish its intended object; and what bearing has its 
failure had on the modern jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery ? 

12. Supposing a man to have failed to express what he in- 
tended to express by his will, or by a deed—does the Court 
of Chancery give efféct to the intention, if it can be proved ? 
Ts there any difference between law and equity in such a 
matter? Explain the difference, if there is any. 

13. What need was there for equity to interfere in the 
matter of the discovery of evidence ? State, generally, 
what new principle the Court of Chancery introduced; how 
it applied it; and whether, and how far the common law 
has since adopted it. 

14. Give a general account of the jurisdiction and prac- 
tice of equity in the winding-up of public companies. 

15. A person who has been induced by the fraud of a 
company, or its directors, to become a shareholder, may 
sometimes have a case in equity against the company and 
its directors, to annul his contract of membership, and to 
recover compensation for his loss. It is a question whether 
he can recover compensation in equity against the directors, 
unless he can annul the membership against the company. 
How would you decide this question if you had to do so, 
and on what grounds ? 


IV.—Banxrvurrcy AND PrActTIcE or THE Courts, 


1. What are the requisites to obtain an adjudication of 
bankruptcy on the petition of a creditor, and what upon the 
petition of a debtor ? 

2. State what are acts of bankruptcy by a trader, and 
what are acts of bankruptcy by a non-trader. 

3. How is an act of bankruptcy obtained against a trader 
having privilege of Parliament ? 

4, Give some account of the proceedings by judgment 
debtor summons, and state how adjudication can be obtained 
thereunder. 

5. Can a debtor dispute an adjudication of bankruptcy, 
and, if so, how, and in what period? 

6. Can adjudication be obtained adversely against one 
member of a firm; and, if so, under what circumstances ? 

7. If adjudication be made against one member of a firm, 
what, if any, rights have the assignees under that adjudica- 
tion against the joint estate of the solvent partners ? 

8. How are debts proved in bankruptcy ? 

- 9 Name some of tho offences in respect of which tho 
bankrupt’s order of dischargo may be rofused or suspended, 
indicating those which are applicable to tradors, Ne He 
to non-traders (Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 159), 

10, Name somo of the offences in respect of which the 
bankrupt will be liable to be indicted for a misdemeanour, 
and state the extent of the punishmentto which he will be 
liable if convicted (Bankruptcy Act 1861, # 221). 





11. What is the effect of the bankrupt’s order of discharg® 
when obtained ? 

12. Give some account of the law of order and disposition 
(Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, s. 125). 

13 State when and how ings in bankruptey may 


be stayed at the option of creditors (Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 


s. 110). 
14. State the mode in which a change from bankruptcy 
(Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 


to arrangement can be effected 
s. 185). 

15. As to trust deeds for benefit of creditors, composition 
and inspectorship deeds executed by a debtor, state the 
principal requisites to make such deeds valid (Bankruptcy 


) Act, 1861, s. 192). 


V.—Criminat Law anp Proceepines BEFORE MacisTRatEs. 

1. If you have reasonable grounds for believing that 2 
person has in his possession property which he has stolen 
from you, can you obtain a search warrant, and if se, what 
step must be taken in order to obtain it ? 

2. What is acriminal information ex officio ? 

3. What punishment has now been substituted for that 
of transportation ? 

4. If land be by deed settled to the use of A. for life, with 
remainder te the use of his first aad other sons in tail, with 
remainder to the use of A. and his heirs, and A. is found 
guilty of high treason, in what way will the title to such 
land so settled be affected ? 

5. If a wife be indicted for bigamy, which husband can be 
a witness against her; and for what reason may he so be a 
witness ? 

6. False accounts are knowingly published by a director 
of a public company—of what offence is such director 
guilty ? 

"7. Can either side in criminal proceedings discredit a 
witness of their own by calling evidence that such witness 
is a person of bad character ? 

8. Suppose B. to be indicted and the grand jury to ignore 
the indictment, can B. be again indicted for the same 
offence ? 

9. What courts have the power cf granting a writ of 
habeas corpus ? and is the writ granted by virtue of any, 
and what, Act of Parliament ? 

10. A justice, in a case in which he has jurisdiction, makes 
a mistake in law in his decision—will an action, cr informa- 
tion, lie against him f : 
w= 11. What is requisite to constitute perjury ? 

12. Is forgery in any case capital, that is, are there any* 
cases in which forgery can be punished by death ? 

13. State the crimes which can be punished by death. 

14. What is it that authorises justices to exercise jurisdic- 
tion in criminal matters? 

15. Suppose a peer of the realm to be charged with felony 
—how is he to be tried during the sitting of Parliament, 
and during the recess, respectively ? 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AT HILARY TERM 
EXAMINATION, 1868. 
I. Common AND StaTuTE LAw AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 
(By Gro. Kenrick, Esq., Solicitor.) 

1. When a writ of summons for a debt has been person- 
ally served on the defendant, being a British subject resident 
abroad, the plaintiff must in order to obtain judgment wait 
until after the time allowed for appearance has clapaed; and 
then on showing a cause of action which arose within the 
jurisdiction, or in respect of a breach of contract made 
within the jurisdiction, and also showing on affidavit the 

rsonal servive of the writ, he will obtain leave of the 
Judge to proceed to judgment in the action. (Smith's 
Action at law, 8th edition, p. 69.) 

2. The term stoppage in transitu may be explained to be 
that right which a vendor of goods sold on credit has tostop 
such goods at any time before their actual delivery, and an 
instance arisés when the vendee becomes bankrupt (Addi- 
son on Contracts, p. 300.) 

8. An instance of when a document would not be re- 
ceivable in evidence, even though it is admitted by the 
opposite party (and the usual notice to admit saving all just 
exception has been signed) arises where the document ad- 
mitted appears to be insutliciently stamped, for the .admis- 
sion is only that the document was written, &e., ad it pu 
ports to have been. (Lush’s Practice, vol. I., p. 502.) 

4. The chattel must be permanently fixed to the freehold. 
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A tenant may as between himself and his landlord take 
away such fixtures as he has himself put up, either for the 
purpose of trade, ornament, or furniture of his house, if 
thereby the freehold would not be materially damaged. He 
must, however, remove such fixtures before the end of his 
term, as he cannot do so afterwards. 

5. The principal irregularities in making a distress for 
rent in respect of which an action would lie arise in those 
vases when the landlord’s only remedy is by action for use 
and occupation, as for example, where the house is let with- 
out any agreement for a specific sum, as to entitle the land- 
lord to distrain ; the rent must be certain also where the 
things distrained are privileged. As for example, whatever 
is in the personal use of a man, things delivered to a person 
to be carried or worked upon in the way of trade, things in 
the custody of the law, or which cannot be returned in as 
good a condition as when distrained, such as milk, fruit, &c., 
things fixed to the freehold and the like, also where outside 
doors are broken open, or distress on goods is levied in the 
middle of the night. (See Archibald’s Landlord and Ten- 
ant, pp. 111 and 125.) , 

6. Besides proving the mere user of the way for the 
“periods mentioned, it must be proved that at the time of the 
alleged trespass the defendant was possessed of land, the 
occupiers whereof for twenty (or forty years as the case may 
be) before action enjoyed the way as of right and without 
interruption, and that the alleged trespass was a use of the 
way, or a removal of an obstruction to the way. 

¢. A garnishee order is the remedy which a judgment 
creditor has against the itor of his debtor, whereby 
such judgment creditor attaches the debt due to his judg- 
ment debtor, and on an affidavit by himself or his attorney 
showing that he has obtained judgment, and it is still un- 
satisfied, and, that the garnishee is indebted to such judg- 
ment debtor, and is within the jurisdiction, a garnishee 
order will be made, and instead of paying his money to the 
judgment debtor, the third person, called the garnishee, is 
directed to pay it to the judgment creditor. If the garnishee 
disputes his liability, the judge usually orders a writ of 
issue to try the question between the parties (Smith's action. 
204). 

8. An appeal will lie under the ‘‘Common Law Proce- 
dure Act, 1854.” Where the new trial is moved for, on the 
ground that the judge did not rule according to law, and 
one of the judges dissents from the ruis nist being made 

absolute or discharged, as the case may be; or, if the Court 
allows an appeal, and where the rule is to enter a verdict 
or nonsuit, the person decided against may in all cases 
appeal (sections 83i—35). 

9. When an action has been brought on a lost bill of ex- 
change, the defendant is prevented from setting up the loss 
of such bill as a defence, by the plaintiff giving an in- 
demnity to the satisfaction of the Court or judge against 
the claim of any other person thereon, and if the bill was 
not originally negotiable, the loss of it does not amount to 
a defence, for no one can have a good right of action 
thereon, except the payee. 

10. By sect 10 of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, any person against 
whom any such action as those described in the question 
may be brought in a superior court, may make an affidavit 
that the plaintiff has no yisible means of paying the costs of 
the defendant should a verdict not be found for the plain- 
tiff, and thereupon a judge of the court in which the action 
is brought shall have power to make an order that unless 
the plaintiff shall, within atime to be therein mentioned, 
give full security for the defendant’s costs to the satisfaction 
of one of the masters of the court, or satisfy the judge that 
he has a cause of action fit te be prosecuted in the superior 
court, all proceedings in the action shall be stayed, or, in,the 
event of the plaintiff being unable or unwilling to give such 
security, or failing to satisfy the judge as aforesaid, that the 
cause be remitted for trial before a County Court to be 
therein named. 

11. By Lord Campbell’s Act whenever the death of a per- 
son is caused by any wrongful act or neglect committed under 
such circumstances as would, if death had not ensued, have 
entitled the party injured to maintain an action and recover 
damages, then the person who would have been liable if death 
had not ensued is still liable to an action for damages at the 
‘suit of the executor or administrator of the deceased. By 
27 & 28 Vict. c. 95, it is provided that, if there 
is no executor or administrator, or he does not sue 
-within six calendar months after the death, the action may 
be brought by persons beneficially interested. The action 


must be commenced within twelve months from the date of 
the decease. ‘ 

12. An executor dz son tort is an executor of his own 
wrong, and if any person intermeddles in the character of 
executor so as to exceed offices of mere kinduess and 
charity, he will make himself answerable as if he were ac- 
tually a lawful executor, so that he becomes liable to 
others for the estate of the deceased, but he is not 
entitled to the legal right of a properly constituted ex- 
ecutor, Mee 

13. It will be advisable to claim an injunction in an ac- 
tion at law in all cases of breach of contract or other in- 
jury where the party injured is entitled to maintain and has 
brought such action to prevent repetition or continuance of 
such breach and of the injury arising therefrom, and the 
injunction is obtained by making an indorsement on the 
back of the writ of the intention of the plaintiff to apply 
or by making an ex parte application at any stage of the 
cause either before or after judgment. Infringements of 
patents and of trade-marks are perhaps the most usual in- 
stances. (17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, s. 79.) 

14, As a general rule when goods are lost by the carrier to 
whom they have been delivered at the risk of the consignee, 
| the consignee will be the proper party to sue the carrier, 
| but where the consignor employs the carrier, the consignor 
; must sue. 

15. When there is a mutual current account between two 
| parties and a payment is made by one of them without any 
' specific direction as to the application of such payment, the 
| presumption of law as to the items of the account to which 

such payment must be applied is, that they are taken in 
| discharge of the earliest items of the account. 





II.—ConvEyANcInG. 
(By J. Braprorp, Esq.) 

1. If a man dies intestate, leaving a wife, mother-in-law, 
stepmother, a sister, a niece, daughter of a deceased brother, 
two nephews sons of a deceased sister, and no other rela- 
tions him surviving—his niece, the daughter of his de- 
ceased brother, will be entitled to his real estate, subject to 
the wife’s right to dower, if is exists his wife will be 
entitled to one-half the personalty, and his sister and niece 
will be each entitled to one-third of the other half, the two 
nephews being entitled in equal shares to the remaining 
third of such half. 

2. Probate duty is the stamp duty payable on the probate 
of a will, or on letters of administation with a will annexed. 
The amount is regulated by the value of the estate and 
effects in respect of which the same are granted. Legacy 
duty is the duty payable in respect of every legacy specific, 
pecuniary, or residuary, and in respect of every share of the 
estate of an intestate, where the person becoming entitled 
is not the husband or wife of the testator or intestate, and 
where the value of such share is £20 or upwards, the rate 
of duty depending on the degree of relationship of the 
person becoming entitled to the testator or intestate. 
Succession duty is the duty payable on every “succession” 
to property on the death of another since the Succession 
Duty Act came into operation. The Act provides that 
leassholds shall not continue to be liable to legacy duty, but 
they are thereby made liable to succession duty (16 & 17 
Vict. c. 61). + Oa 

3. The following are four instances of the liability to 
pay succession duty :— : 

a. Gift by will of real estate or property belonging to the 
testator, when such gift takes effect. 

b. Succession as heir-at-law of an intestate. 

ce. Where one joint-tenant becomes beneficially entitled 
by survivorship, their joint title not having originated ina 
succession. 

d. The extinction of a charge estate or interest on pro- 
perty by death of any person whereby an increased benefit 
accrues to the owner thereof. 

4. The difference between great and small tithes origi- 
nated in the ownership of livings being separated from the 
duties appertaining thereto. Such owners, who were origi- 
nally “spiritual” corporations, appropriated to themselves 
the principal or great tithes for doing nothing, and ap- 
pointed persons denominated vicars tv perform such duties 
as were to be performed, and allotted to them the small 
tithes, which were of less value and more difficult to 
collect. , 

5. The rector or vicar is entitled to the glebe belonging 


to the rectory and vicarage respectively. The great tithes 








= ae ae 2 


“WO ~ eo S Rie 


~~? 


oe 


SR CHa’ ayo 


June 6, 1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 657 

















belong to the former, the small tithes to the latter. The rector 
ought in respect of his ownership to repair the chancel of 
the church. ; 

6. One of the disadvantages resulting from the owner of 
personal estate dying intestate instead of testate, is that the 
duty payable in respect of the grant of letters of administra- 
tion of the estate and effects of an intestate is of greater 
amount than the probate duty where there is a will. Another 
disadvantage is that the law will probably appoint a legal 
representative who the testator would not have appointed, 
and will distribute the estate ina manner in which he would 
not have distributed it. 

7. Aspecific legatec will be ina better position than a gene- 
ral legatee where there is not sufficient estate to pay debts and 
general legacies in full, in which case general legacies abate 
partially or altogether as the circumstances may require, 
before specific legacies are interfered with. <A specific 
legacy may however be adeemed altogether if it is not part of 
the property of the testator at the time of his death ; a gift 
of £1,000 stock standing in the testator’s name at the time 
of making his will is a specific legacy, a gift of a sufficient 
sum to purchase £1,000 stock is a general legacy. 

8. There is no “highest rate of interest which may be 
secured on mortgage of real and personal estate respectively.” 
The usury laws have been long since abolished. 

9. If the will of A. is proved by his executors, B. and C., 
and then B. dies intestate, and then C. dies testate, but 
without naming executors, thoxe will be no legal personal 
representative to A. until the Court of Probate appoints 
one. 

10. An agreement for the sale of a leasehold house should 
contain provisions to the following effect :— 

a. Vendor agrees to sell and purchaser to purchase house 
and premises (describing them), for residve of a term 

ted by a certain indenture, &c., free from incumbrances, 
except the rent, &c., at the price of £—, to be paid, &c. 
Fix time for completion, and provide for payment of interest 
on balance of spranene money, if purchase not completed at 
time appointed. 

4. Fix time for delivery of abstract. Purchaser not to 
investigate or object to title of lessor. Receipts for last 
payment of rent, and premium for insurance, to be evidence 
that covenants and conditions have been duly observed and 
performed. And special conditions as to title where re- 
quisite. 

ec. Provide for objections and requisitions being delivered 
within a fixed time, and for waiver of those not delivered in 
accordance therewith. 

d. Provide for recitals in deeds dated twenty years 
previously being conclusive evidence, &c. 

e. Provide as to expenses of production of deeds, and ob- 
taining office copies of documents. 

f. Vendor to execute assignment with all other proper 
parties, if any, on payment of purchase money. Assign- 
ment ta be prepared by and at expense of purchaser, and to 
be left for execution at office of vendor’s solicitor within a 
time named. 

g. Provide for custody of deeds, and as to covenants for 
production, &c., where necessary. 

h. Errors not to annul sale, but compensation if necessary 
to be given or allowed, mode of determining compensation 
being provided for (Prideaux Prec. Conv., vol. 1, p. 56.) 

11. The clauses in a moncy settlement after the limitations 
in favour of the husband and wife, and the issue of the 
Marriage, would be generally to the following effect :— 

As to portion of funds brought into settlement by the 
husband,—in trust after failure of issue and death of wife, 
for the husband, his executors, administrators, and assigns. 

As to portion of funds brought into settlement by wife, 
after failure of issue in the event of wife surviving husband, 
in trust for wife, her executors, administrators, and assigns. 
if husband survive wife after his death and default or 
failure of issue, in trust as wife notwithstanding coverture by 
will or codicil should appoint, and in default, or so faras any 
appointment, should not extend in trust for the person or 
persons who under the Statutes of Distribution would have 
been entitled in the event of the death of wife intestate, and 
with havingbeen married, as tenants in common in the shares 
to which they would have been so entitled (Davidson’s 
Concise Prec, pp. 281, 288). 

12. In the absence of express stipulation, the expense of 
the following deeds ought to be paid by the following 
persons :— 

«. Marriage settlement of wife’s realty, by the husband. 





6. Marriage settlement of husband’s personalty, by the 
husband. ef 

e. Bond of indemnity, by the person against whose acts 
or defaults the indemnity is given. iy 

d. Covenant to make conditional surrender of eopyholds 
(by way of mortgage), by the mortgagor. ° 

e. Absolute assignment for valuable consideration of 
leaseholds for lives, by purchaser, the vendor paying: his 
own solicitor’s bill for perusing assignment, &c. 

13. If A. borrows money on the security of his life inte- 
rest in consols settled on his marriage and policy of assu- 
rance effected on his life and in his own name, the solicitor 
of the lender should, before completing the mortgage, 
inquire of the trustees of the settlement, and of the office 
issuing the policy whether they respectively have reeeived 
notice of any prior incumbrance. As soon as the mortgage 
transaction is completed, the solicitor of the mortgagee 
should serve notices of the mortgage on the parties from 
whom the above inquiries had been made. 

14. In the event of the omission to make the inquiries re- 
ferred to in the last answer, the client might lose the money 
he had lent in consequence of the existence of a prior charge 
on the mortgaged property, and the solicitor might be com- 
pelled to indemnify him for the loss by an action for neg- 
ligence. 

15. A married woman may dispose of her reversionary 
interest in real estate not settled to her separate use by a 
deed executed with the consent of her husband, and duly 
acknowledged by her, under the provisions of the Fines and. 
Recoveries Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74). 

She may dispose of her reversionary interest in personalty 
where the instrument under which she is entitled not being 
the marriage settlement, nor containing any provision to the 
contrary, by a deed complying with the like conditions. 
(20 & 21 Vict. c. 57). 

III.—Equity AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTs. 
(By J. Braprorp, ie 

1. The principle steps taken in a suit which is brought to 
a hearing in the usual way are as follows :— 

The plaintiff" prepares, files, and serves a stamped copy 
bill on the defendant, who within eight days from the service’ 
appears. The plaintiff within eight days from the time 
limited for appearance, prepares and serves interrogatories. 
The defendant puts in his answer thereto within twenty-eight 
days from service, or within such extended time as on appli- 
cation for that purpose by summons in Chambers he may 
have obtained. The plaintiff obtains copy answer from de- 
fendant, which, if not excepted to within six weeks, is con- 
sidered sufficient. The next step to be taken by plaintiff 
(unless he is advised that the answer sufficiently admits the 
case made by the bill, in which event the cause is set down 
to be heard on bill and answer) is within one month 
from answer being sufficient to give notice of motion 
for decree, or to file a replication. In the former alternative, 
the plaintiff with the notice of motion gives a list of the affi- 
davits which he has filed and intends to use in support of 
the motion. The defendant is allowed fourteen days to file 
affidavits in opposition, the plaintiff being allowed seven. 
days to file affidavits in reply. In the latter alternative. 
both plaintiff and defendant are allowed eight weeks within 
which to file their affidavits respectively. When seven days 
have elapsed from the time allowed the plaintiff to file his 
affidavits in reply, where a notice of motion for decree has 
been given, the cause is set down in the cause list, and comes 
on to be heard in due course. Where a replication has been 
filed and the time for taking evidence has expired, the cause 
is set down and a subpena to hear judgment served by the 
plaintiff on the defendant. . When the cause has been heard, 
the Court makes a decree, whichis ‘‘ prosecuted” in cham. 
bers, the result being embodied in the chief clerk’s certificate, 
after which the cause may be again set down to be tried om 
further considaratson, &c. 

2. A motion fer a decree is a motion whereby the plaintif£ 
asks the Court to make the decree to which he considers. 
himself entitled. “It may be made when the cause has been. 
set down after notice of such motion, as described in the. 
preceding answer, and it.has in its turn come into the paper, , 
and is ‘‘called on” for hearing. 

3. A defendant can administer interrogatories for the exa- 
mination of the plaintiff at any time atter he has himself put 
ina sufficientzanswer. Such interrogatories are preceded by~ 
a concise statement of the matters, with regard to which dis- 
covery is sought, such concise statement and interrogato-. 
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ries being filed, and a stamped copy served on the plaintiff’s 
solicitor in a similar manner to that which is applicable to 
interrogatories filed by the plaintiff (Hunters Suit in Eq. 
», 49, ‘ 
: 4, q plea differs from a demurrer in that the latter 
admits, for the purposes of the argument thereon, 
and withont adding thereto, the truth of the state- 
ments in the bill, and calls on the Court for a decision 
against the plaintiff’s claim for relief, on the basis of such 
admission. <A plea contains an allegation of a single fact, 
or combination of related facts, not disclosed by the bill, but 
which, if disclosed thereby, would in the opinion of the de- 
fendant’s counsel have made the bill demurrable. The effect 
of a plea should be to raise a single point of law for the deci- 
sion of the Court. As a general rule pleas should be on 
oath : there are exceptions to this ruleas for instance where 
the plea is of a matter of record. 

5. The duties of a receiver are to take the possession and 
ecntrol of the propertyin respect of which he is appointed re- 
ceiver, as an officer of the Court and subject to its direction. 
The Court will appoint a receiver whenever such an appoint- 
ment appears convenient and desirable, having regard to the 
nature of the property which is thesubjectof litigation, andthe 
danger of loss, or damage to which it may be exposed if the 
persons in possession are allowed to continue such possession. 

6. The meaning and effect of the maxim that equity acts 
in personam, the law acting in vem, is that the Court of Chan- 
cery in the origin ofits jurisdiction did not pretend to a power 
to deal with the /egal ownership of property except indirectly 
by making orders against the individuals in whom such 
legal ownership was vested, directing them under pain of at- 
tachment as to their mode of dealing with such legal owner- 
ship. Thelawon the other hand was said to act in vem because 
it gave the legal and physical control of the property in 
question to the individual whom it held legally entitled there- 
to. The Court of Chancery has, however, at present under 
certain statutes passed for that purpose, power under certain 
circumstances and where it is considered desirable to transfer 
legal interests by means of “ vesting orders.’ Such legal in- 
terests when thus transferred must still generally be enforced 
atlaw. In certain cases also the Court of Chancery, by 
means of a “ writ of assistance’’ control the actual posses- 
sion of the property which is the subject of litigation, so that 
the antithesis pointed at in the question has now very little 
meaning, and is not particularly instrucwive. 

7. When it is said that one man is the owner of a thing 
in equity when another man is owner at law, the meaning 
of equitable ownership is that the legal ownership of the 
latter is to be exercised for the benefit of the former, who 
has consequently what is called the beneficial or equitable 
ownership. It is difficult to say how the equitable owner- 
ship “‘operates.”” The Court of Chancery gives effect to 
the equitable ownership by treating the person who has the 
legal control as a trustee, and compelling him to exercise his 
legal rights for the benefit of the equitable owner, who is 
the cestui que trust. Where the absolute equitable owner- 
ship is vested in possession, the cestui que trust, or beneficial 
owner, has an equitable right to call for a transfer of the 
legal ownership, and the Court of Chancery will give effect 
to such equitable ownership by enforcing such transfer. 

8. Where a man has obtained a legal ownership by fraud 
the Court of Chancery will, where such a remedy is appli- 
cable, declare the fraudulent instrument void, and direct it to 
be delivered up to be cancelled; and, if necessary, will 
order a re-assignment or re-conveyance, which order, if not 
obeyed, may be carried out by means of a “ vesting order” 
as above mentioned. 

9, The maxim that equity will not allow a trust to fail 
for want of a trustee, means, as far as it has any meaning, 
that wherever there is a trust there is also a trustee, which 
is equivalent to saying that whenever any property is held 
by the Court of Chancery to be trust property, it necessarily 
at. the same time holds ‘that the legal owner of that property 
is a trustee thereof. An instance may be given of a gift b 
will of realestate unto and to the use of A., in trust sor B. 
if A. died before the testator, or disclaimed, and the pro- 
perty in consequence descends to the testator’s heir-at-law, 
such heir-at-law will be treated as a trustee for B. 

10. When it is said that equity follows the law, it is 
= meant that the Court of Chancery will not inter- 

ere with legal interests to any greater extent than it has 
considered necessary and proper. It is usual to illustrate 
the application of this “maxim” by saying that the rules 
of the descent of equitable estates do not differ from those 
which apply to legal estates, and that the English language 





as used and interpreted in courts of equity does not differ 
very much from the same language as used and interpreted 
in courts of law. If equity followed the law in all respects, 
it would cease to exist as a separate system. 

11. The Statute of Uses failed to accomplish its intended 
object, because the Courts which interpreted it refused to 
allow it to do so, such object being the union of the legal 
with the beneficial or equitable ownership. In consequence 
of such failure the modern jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery so far as it applies to real estate is applied to what 
are called trusts instead of to what were called uses. 

12. Where a man has failed to express what he intended 
to express by his will or by a deed, the Court of Chancery 
in general gives effect to the intention as collected from the ex- 
pressions used, and does not travel beyond the instrument 
to be interpreted, for the purpose of finding materials for 
making a differentinstrument. Where, however,a“ mistake ” 
is clearly made out, the Court of Chancery will in a proper 
case set it right. So, where a trust is created by means of 
general directions rather than by a definite and final de- 
claration of its intended scope, the Court of Chancery will 
carry out what it considers to have been the intention of the 
person creating th etrust, which trust it calls an “ executory 
trust,” and-will not construe strictly the technical expressions 
madg use of in creating them. Courts of law do not ad- 
mit of the same latitude of interpretation, nor do they ex- 
ercise the jurisdiction of rectifying such mistakes as above 
referred to. 

13. The necessity for theinterference of equity in the matter 
of the discovery of evidence arose from the impossibility of 
getting justice done without such discovery. The new prin- 
ciple introduced by the Court of Chancery was the principle 
which compelled the defendant to answer on all matters re- 
lating to the subject of litigation. The principle was carried 
out by appending interrogatories to the bill, to be answered 
by the defendant on his oath. The Common Law Courts 
have now, by statute, power to enforce a discovery, but 
they have not used it to any very considerable extent. 

14. The jurisdiction of equity in the winding-up of pub- 
lic companies is at present governed by the Companies Acts, 
1862 and 1867. Ite¢xtends to all companies registered in 
England. The Act of 1862 provides three modes of winding- 
u 


“4 A compulsory winding-up under the direct control of 
the Court. 
b. A winding-up subject to supervision. 
ce. A voluntary winding-up. But even in the case of a vo- 
luntary winding-up, Sgyneary may be made for the 
opinion and direction of the Court on any particular points. 
The mode of procedure to obtain a winding-up order is by 
petition presented by the company, by a contributory, or a 
creditor. The petition is advertised as provided by the Acts. 
The order made thereon is carried into Chambers. An official 
liquidator is appointed. A list of contributories made out 
and settled. Calls made, debts proved and paid, and the 
affairs of the company administered generally in the man- 
ner provided by the Acts and the general orders made in 
pursuance thereof. 
15. Where a person has been induced by the fraud of a com- 
any, or its directors as_ agents thereof, to become a share- 
fol er, he may have, and will have, a case in equity against 
the company to annul his contract of membership, and to re- 
cover compensation for his loss—that is, if he takes proceed- 
ings to get rid of his liability in proper time. If, however, 
a winding-up order is made, the rights of creditors imme- 
diately have to be considered, as notwithstanding that such 
shareholder would, as against the company, have a right to 
have his name removed from the list of shareholders, as 
against the creditors he may have no such right. In such @ 
case it is submitted that the directors may be made person- 
ally liable, if they have been guilty of the fraud, notwith- 
standing that, in consequence of the rights of third persons, 
the shareholder has no right to treat his mambaaeip 9 still 
voidable (lu ve Overend, Gurney, § Co, 165 W, BR. HL. 
1201). 
he answers to the questions in Bankruptcy and Crimi- 
law will be given next week. ] 


QUESTIONS FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINA- 


TION, 
Trinity Term, 1868, 
I.—F nom Currry on Contracts. 
1. Give an instance of an agreement rendered void for 
want of mutuality. 
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‘2. How is a verbal contract, which, in the contemplation 
of the parties cannot be performed within a year, affected by 
the Statute of Frauds? 

3. State the generalrule as to the admissiblity of parol 
evidence to vary, contradict, or explain a written contract. 

4, If a party voluntarily pay a debt which the law would 
not have compelled him to pay—as for instance, a debt 
barred by the Statute of Limitations—can he recover back 
the amount so paid ? 

5. Is there any, and, ifso, what, remedy by which a surety 
ean recover back from the principal debtor the money he 
(the surety) has been compelled to pay to the creditor ?— 
Give an instance. 

6. Isa party liable to be sued on a contract implied by 
law when he has made a specific contract on the same sub- 
ject matter? Is there any, and what, legal maxim on this 

int ? 

a When a chattle is delivered to a workman to perform 
certain work thereon, and the order for the work is counter- 
manded when the work is partially done, but not completed, 
has the workman any lien on the chattel, and, if so, to what 
extent ? 


IL—From WILLIAMS oN THE PRINCIPLES OF THE LAw or 
Reat Prorerry. 

%. What is an estate pur autre vie ? 

9. If a testator devise real estate to the person who is his 
heir-at-law, will such person take the estate as heir, or as 
purchaser. 

10. For what period can lands be tied up or fixed as to 
their future destination ? 

11. What is the meaning of the term “ protector of a set- 
tlement ?” 

42, Is a tenant in tail liable for waste ? 

13. How can lands be settled for charitable uses ? 

14. What is meant by “tenant by the curtesy of Eng- 
land?” 


TIl.—From J. W. Sarrn’s Manvat or Equity Jvnis- 
PRUDENCE. 

15. Define accident and mistake, giving examples of each, 
in which Courts of Equity wiil grant relief. 

16. What different kinds of fraud are relieved against in 
-equity ? and distinguish between them. 

17. What is a donatio mortis causa? and how does it 
differ from a legacy and from a gift inter vivos ? 

18. Define a trust, What trusts will equity enforce, and 
what trusts will it not enforce ? 

19. If a deceased’s personal estate is not sufficient to pay 
his debts and legacies, what is the order of payment between 
each of those classes, and between general and residuary 
legacies ? 

20. Ifa parent bequeaths a legacy to his ehild, and in his 
lifetime advances him a similar amount, will equity regard the 
latter as a satisfaction of the former, and why ? 

21. Can a husband dispose of his wife’s paraphernalia by 
deed or will, and (1) at law, and (2) in equity ? 

IV.—Boox Keerina. 
.22. On which side of a profit and loss account are the 
\profits and the losses respectively entered ? 

23, On which side of a cash account must the balance, if 
any, always bo—and why ? 

24. What is the meaning of “ posting”’ as applied to book 


keeping. 
1 26, What is the difference between a dona side debt, and a 
aoa merely? Give examples. 

26. Describe the uses of day book, or journal, cash book 


and ledger, respectively. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS, 
Trinity Term, 1868. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queens Bench :— 
Thursday ,........dune 11 | Friday ........Jduno 12 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

Tho Master of the Rolls has appointed Friday, the 12th of 
June, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four o'clock in 
the afternoon, for orearng in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in, on the above day, 
must leave his common law admission, or his certificate of 


Practice for the current year, at the Secrotary’s office, 





Rolls-yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Thursday, the 11th 
of June, 1868. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 
at common law till the last day of term will be received at 
the Secretary’s office up to twelve o’clock at noon on that 
day, after which time no papers can be received. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 


Michaelmas Term, 1868. 

(The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 

Appison, Ricoarp.—Samuel Steward, 49, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Aen, Joun James.—Edward Milligen Beloe, King’s 

mn, 

atau. James Witcox.—Thomas Avison, Liverpool. 

Asiinc, Epwarp.—Ashley Maples, Spalding. 

Barnes, Henny.—Alfred Beaven, Bradford-upon-Avon. 

Barnarvd, Joun Cuartes.—John Barnard, Lambeth, and 
Charlton, Chertsey. 

Barnett, Lovis.—Algernon Edward Sydney, 46, Finbury- 
circus, London. 

Bayuis, Epowarp Wa. Dxirrietp.—John Alexander Mainley 
Pinniger, Great Gcorge-street, Westminster; John 
Wilkinson, 28, John-street, Bedford-row. 

Beck, Joun, jun.—Thos. Jeffreys Badger, Shrewsbury’; Jas. 
Roberts, Manchester. 

Bevan, Arruur Tatsot.—Thomas Borrett, 6, Whitehall- 

lace. 

an Frepric.—William Henry Duignan, Walsall and 
Chancery-lane. 

Biscuorr, Tuomas Witu1aM.~—-George’ Cox Bompas, 19, 
Coleman-street, City. 

Botton, THomas Francis.—Thomas Bolton, Wolverhamp- 
ton. 

Bovuiton, Joun Recrvatp Fawssetr.—Frederick William 
Tweed, Horncastle; John Thos. Tweed, Lincoln. 

Bray, Harvey Wentwortu.—John Beer, Devonport; 
George Henry Ellery Rundle, Devonport. 

Broap, Ernest.—Edward Jennings, Lincoln’s-inn-cham- 


ers. 

Bvrroy, Joun Craxton.—Richard Archer Wallington, 
Leamington Priors. 

Cartwright, Frepertck Fox.—John Bligh Stanley, 
Bristol. 

Casg, Cuartes ALFRED.—John Case, Maidstone. 

Cuaprett, Cecit.—Frederick Patey Chappell, 26, Golden- 
square, 

Ganace, Epmuunp Francis Braxe.—Edmd. Boyle Church, 
The Bank, Highgate; Edwd. Francis Bigg, 38, South- 
ampton-buildings. 

Cowne.t, Cuartes Hveu.—aAlfred Burton Cowdell, 21, 
Abchurch-lane ; William Bowles Barrett, Weymouth. 

Dawson, Joun.—John Cooper, Manchester. 

De Frvas, Aran Srevenson.—Francis Truefitt, 4, Essex- 
court. 

Epwarps, Epmunp Grorcr.—Edmund Butler Edwards, 
Pontypool. 

Exitman, Hvucu Freperic.—Frederic Ellman, Battle; 
William Yates, Chancery-lane. 

Exuiorr, Tuomas Wuiraxer.—Charles Augustus Welby, 
Nottingham. 

Exmsu, Grauam.—John Foster Elmslie, 27, Leadenhall- 
street. 

Enauisu, Ricnarp Miits.—James Atter, Stamford; James 
Edward Atter, Stamford. 

Fa.xner, Cuartes Epwarp.—Henry Falkner, Louth. 

Fatxner, Henry Frepenic VaLentine.—Henry Falkner, 
Louth. 

Fincn, Gzorcs Henry.—George Brady, 61, Carey-street. 

Friemine, ALpERt.— James Heather, Paternoster-row. 

Gisss, Joseru.—James Read, jun., Mildenhall. 

Guittesriz, ALEXANDER.—Charles Bischoff, 19, Coleman- 
street. 

Gopitzy, Epwarp Roxsnt.—Alfred Lightfoot, 23, John~ 
street; John Flower, John-street. 

Goupney,'Freperick HAstines.— William Renny, Chippen- 
ham; Alfred John Keary, Chippenham; Thomas Plews, 
14, Old Jewry-chambers, 
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GreeENFIELD, Bastu Epmunp.—Edward Futvoye, 23, John- 
street. 

Gripsiz, Joun Ivrz.—John Sherard Clay, Barnstaple. 

Gruirritus, Wi1u1aM Moreay.—Thomas Lewis, Narberth. 

Groom, Epwarp Atrrep.—Alfred Groom, 3, Raymond- 
buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Hamsrone, Artuur.—Charles Richard Steward, Ipswich. 

Hartowes, Wituram Axexanper Tooxe.—William Hal- 
lowes, 39, Bedford-row. 

Hartz, WittiAM Ayton.— William Harle, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Sane: Frank JAcos.—Briscoe Hooper, Torquay. 

Hassart, James Wricut.—George Newton Swinson Jones, 
Stourbridge; Ebenezer Sargent, Birmingham ; Edward 
Wright, Leamington. 

Hick, Arsert Epwry.—Henry Turnbull, Scarborough. 

Hormes, Ricuarp Marmapvuke.—Richard Holmes, Burn- 


ey. 

a Winuam Heyry.—aAlfred Sayres Edmunds, 11, 
St. Bride’s Avenue, Fleet-street. 

Hveues, Tuomas Brierty.—John Wilson, Congleton. 

Hunttey, Gzorce Tuomas,—Charles Wilkin, 10, Token- 
house-yard. 

Jounson, Frepertc.—Samuel George Johnson, Faversham. 

Jones, Freperick.—Arthur Perry Bower, 46, Chancery- 
lane. 

Kine, Tuomas Jonn Servineron Savery.—William John 
Woollcombe, Plymouth. 

Kirny, Francis Joun Forseri.—William Billson, jun., 
Leicester. 

Lacy, Cuar.es Epwarp.—Reginald Hay Wilkins, 1, King’s 

s-yard. 

Laker, ted Epwarp.—Benjamin Greene Lake, 10, News 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Lees, Wi1u14M.—Caleb Hilton, Wigan; Robert Ashton, 
Wigan. 

Lovett, WAtter.—Charles lorster Lovell, 14, South-square, 
Gray’s-inn ; Charles Henry Lovell, same place. 

Marcuant, JoNATHAN Avovustine.—George Allen, 
Carlisle-street, Soho. 

Martow, Frepertck James.—John Champion Needham, 
Manchester. 

Mansu, James.—Henry Coppock, Stockr ort. 

Marten, Perer Lovnert.—Leslie Creery, Ashford. 

Martuews, Francis CLovcuton.—Charles Edward Mathews, 
Birmingham. 

Morzuis, Francis Writp.—Mark Sharman, Bedford. 

Moss, Joun SeymMour.—William Henry Moss, Hull. 

Mvrton, Cuartes.—George Martin Hughes, St. Swithin’s- 
lane. 

Ottarp, Henry.—Herbert Adolphus Reed, Guildhall- 
chambers. ' 

Pavt, Atrrep Joun.—Robert Lowe Grant Vassall, Bristol. 

Pincock, Joun Henzetu.—Charles Pidcock, Worcester. 

Pootr, Epmunp.—Charles Champion, Ironmonger-lane. 

Perrincett, JoserH Epmunp.—Joseph Williams Pettingell, 
Frederic Fearnley Ayre, William Noble, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. 


17, 


Presswewt, Henry Janpine.—George Presswell, Totnes. 

Price, Joun Epwarps.— William Price, Abergavenny. 

Ratcurrr, Smyey Gzorce.—Thomas Wrake Ratcliff, 35, 
Colville-gardens; William Roweliffe, 1, Bedford-row. 

Reece, Lewis Tuomas.—John Pybus Ingledew, Cardiff. 

Surrparp, Tuomas Garsrpz.—John Steer Hincks, 14, King- 
street. 

Sxrmwer, Harry Joun.—John Stringer, Falkner, Bath; Jas. 
Pilgrim, Church-court, Lothbury. 

Ssiru, Atrrep.—Henry Verrall, Brighton. 

Smiru, Atrrep Epwarp.—George Birt Smith, Nailsworth, 
Gloucester. 

Ssiru, Wiiuiam ALEXANDER.—William Newton, Newark- 
upon-Trent. 

Svupscry, Joun Jackson.—William Emerson Chapman, 
Horbling. 

<r Joun Tuomas.—James Pearson Sutcliffe, Hebden 

ridge. 

Tapuey, RicHarp.—Richard Rendle Millar Daw, Excter. 

Tarset, Epwarp Goprrey.—William Grandy Bateson, 
Liverpool. 

Trison, Wit11AM.—Isaac Knowles, Wellington. 

TrenaneE, Joun.—Henry Ford, Exeter. 

TreveneN, Sypvex Wiuaiam.—Edmund Carlyon, St. 
Austell, Cornwall. 





Turner, Antuur Henry.—John Walker, Chester; Edwin: 
Ball, Pershore. 

Twrnam, Cartes Henry.—George Twynam Porter, 4 
Victoria-strect. 

Trier, ALFRED WINTERBURN.—Henry Frederic Holt, 26, 
Bucklersbury. 

Venn, Atrrep Epwarv.—Mark Jameson, 4, Verulam-build~ 


ings. 
Wits, ArmicEL.—Geo. De Vins Wade, Baldock; Chas, 
Stockdale Benning, Dunstable. 
Wiuxinson, Percy.—John Thomas Tweed, Lincoln. 
Wiss, Wittuam Vavenan.—Paul Octavius Haythorne 
Reed, Bridgwater. 
Winuiams, WittiaMm, jun.— William Williams, Calverton. 
Wriaeut, Tuomas Francis.—John Partington Aston, Man- 
chester. 
Youne, Ratrax Hvrcurson. — Edward Turnbull, West 
Hartlepool. 


Michaelmas Term, 1868, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Brovenatt, Jonn Wiii1amM.—John Broughall, Shrews- 
bury. 

Jackson, RicHARD.— William Compton Smith, 48, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Puitrorr, Epwarp Price. 

Ruys, Morcan.—Richard White Beor, Swansea. 

Snivson, Georce JoserH.—R. Helps, Gloucester; A. S. 
Helps, Gloucester. 

Wits, Grorce.—Thos. Price Willis, Winslow, Bucks. 


Michaelmas Vacation, 1868. 

AupripGr, ALFRED FRanx.—-Charles C. Ellis, 199, Gresham: 
House. 

Dewes, Henry Artuvur.—Henry Dewes, Nuneaton; 
Charles C. Ellis, 199, Gresham House; Henry Dewes, 
Nuneaton. 

Empson, Jostau SapLter.—William Drake, East Dereham ;. 
James Sanders, East Dereham. 

Wiu1ams, Witt1am Brooxine, jun.—W. T. Tresidder, St. 
Ives. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Trinity Term, 1868. 

This Court will on Saturday, the 13th, Monday, the 15th, 
and Tuesday, the 16th days of June instant, and on Tues- 
day, the 23rd day of Junc instant, and the three following 
days, hold sittings, and will proceed in disposing of the cases. 
in the new trial, special, and crown papers, and any other 
matters then pending; and will give judgment in cases 
then standing for judgment. 

The Court will also hold a sitting on Friday, the 3rd day 
of July next, for the purpose of giving judgments only. 








Sir John Rolt’s health continues to improve. 

A bill has been prepared by Mr. Candlish, Sir Colman 
O’Loghlen, and Mr. Norwood, to enable assignees of marine 
policies to sue thereon in their own names. 

It is stated that the Irish Church Commissioners will not 
be able to present their report before the end of June, or 
early in July. 

Tue Irish Rartways.—We aro glad to learn that the 
committee of the Irish Railway Directors’ Conference pro- 
pose to meet in London on Tuesday next, for the purpose 
of pressing the Government to take action upon the com- 
missioners’ report. ‘That report, we are told, cost in the 
making a sum which would go a good way in relieving the 
pressing difficulties of the railways. The issuing of the 
commission, and the ro fp, of the enormous expenditure 
the step involved, could only be justified by the entertain- 
ment of a settled intent to purchase the railways on the 
public account, and a very grave misapplication of the 
public money will have been proved against the Govern- 
ment if they shrink from measures needed to establish their 
bona fides in taking the matter in hand. It is nec 
that what is to 2 done in this matter should be done 
quickly, as the state of uncertainty into which railway pro- 
perty is placed pendente negotio is well nigh ruinous to their 
financial condition.—Dublin Evening Mail. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last QuoraTion, June 5, 1868. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.} 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 943 
Ditto for Account, July 943 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 943 
New 3 per Cent., 945 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. G4 
Do. 23 per Cent., Jan, 94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 78 1053 
Annuities, Jan. 80 — 


Annuities, April, ’85 12 7-16 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 14pm 

Ditto, £500, Do — pm 

Nitto, £100 & £200, 14 pm 

Bank of England Stock, 4 rer 
Ct. (last half-vear) 248 

Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 219 
Ditto for Account 

Ditto 5per Cent., July, ’80 1143 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per C2at., Oct. ’&8 1053 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 

Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 904 





Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 1053 
Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 110} 
Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
April, 64 
Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 1053 
Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000,28 p m 
Ditto, ditto, under £100, 28 p m 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


. |Closing Price. 





Bristol and Exeter ......... 
Caledonian 


see eesevene 





Glasgow and South-Western ...,, 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 





Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 


| 10 





Do.,do.—Ne 
Lancashire and 


Metropolitan 


Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original ......ccs0sseeeee! 10 
Do., West Midland—Oxford... ... of 
OED sccccesnscccssecccososesere 
OFKShIre .....0ccseseeceeee! 
London, Brighton, and South “oast......| 
Lor don, Chatham, and Dover......ses0006! 
London and North-Western.... 
London and South-Western ..........008 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln.........! 





Midland 





North British 


Do., Birmingham and Derby ........0.! 





North London 








Do., 1866 
North Staffordshire 


pennee 





South-Eastern 


OEE DOWN sidicatsitds ces vaises scccgneeeccassenes| 





Taft Vale 


seeeeeese 











| 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent, has been paid to B.; 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 





No. of 
shares 


Dividend 


per annum Names. 


iShares. 





— 


5000 
4000 
40000 
10000 
. 20000 
2700 
4600 
5000 
20000 
20000 
7 


5 pe & bs 
40 pe & bs 
5 pe & bs 
71 2s 6d pe 
il 2s 6d pe 
5 per cent 
5 percent 
5&3pshb 
5 per cent 


County... 
Eagle 


Do. New... 
Gresham Life 
Guardian ... 


Imperial Life 
Law Fire... 
Law Life ... 
Law Union 


93 per cent 
6 per cent 
326 pr cent 
10 per cent 
5117s 6d pe 
5 per cent 
10 pe & bs 
124 & bns 
20 per cent 
63 per cent 


Provident Life 


Sun F wee 








Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life 


Equity and Law be vee 
English & Scot. Law Life’ 
Equitable Reversionary...| 


Home & Col. Ass., Limtd.| 


Legal & General Life 
London & Provincial Law 
North Brit. & Mercantile 


Royal Exchange.., 
ire 


| 


waaesoh 
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~ 
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| 
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oe one 
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— 
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Money MARKET AND 
The late rise in the 


City INTELLIGENCE. 


rice of consols occasioned a considerable 


amount of sales, which again operated to produce a slight fall. 
‘ rallied. 


The funds, however, soon 
share markets have been by 


The railway and general 
no means strong this week. 


Money on the Stock Exchange is exceedingly plentiful; so 
much so that advances scarcely command 14 coe cent. 


At the annual meeting 


held at Liverpool, on the 28th 


of the Queen’s Insurance Company, 


ultimo, a dividend at the rate 


of 5 percent. per annum was declared, 








OrriciaL LiqgumwAToRs’ REMUNERATION. 

Regulation as to the mode of remunerating official liquidators, 

adopted by the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors, 
and sanctioned and approved by the Lord Chancellor. 

Every application by an official liquidator for remuneration 
must be supported by an affidavit showing the number of hours 
devoted by him and his clerks respectively to the business of the 
liquidation. 

In fixing the amount of the remuneration, the judge will, sub- 
ject as hereinafter mentioned, be guided by the following scale :— 
Liquidators. 

Group A. 
Per day of 
eight hours 
Class 1, Where the assets divisible among the 
unsecured creditors shall not 
amount to . . . £500 £1 
Where they shall 
amount to P £500 and not to 2,000 
2,0000 ,, 5,000 
Group B. 
0,000 » 10,000 
10,000 50,000 
Group C. 
50,000 >> 100,000 
100,000 » 900,000 
500,000 and over 


Clerks. 
srd Class, 


2nd Class. 
Is. 6d. ls. per hour. 


NOD Oe wr 


bt het 


Ist Class. 
Group A. 2s. 

Group B. 2s. 6d. Is. Ps 

Group C. 3s. 6d. 2s. 6d. Is. pet 

If in the special circumstances of any liquidation it shall at any 
time, or from time to time, appear to the judge that it is proper 
to place it on a higher or lower class, he will so place it accord- 
ingly. 

if it shall appear to the judge that in the special circumstances 
of any liquidationit is proper to add to ordeduct from the amount 
of remuneration provided by the scale, he will make such addi- 
tion or deduction accordingly. ‘ 

If during the progress of a liquidation it shall appear to the 
judge expedient so to do, he will sanction payments to the liqui- 
dator on account of his remuneration. 

For this purpose the judge will estimate the amount of such 
remuneration as well as circumstances will admit, and will 
to the liquidator either the whole of such estimated remuneration, 
or such part thereof as to the judge shall seemreasonable, 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
May 21.—By Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, & Farmer, 
Lpublic-houses, situate No. 2 to 9, Park-place, Knightsbridge, producing 
£212 lés. per annum; term 584 years from 1327, a} £31 10s. per 
annum—Sold for £1,360. 
Leasehold residence, No. 16, Commercial-road, Pimlico, producing 
£46 6s. per annuum; term, 89 yeras from 1824, at £5 per annum— 


Sol dfor £390. 
By Mr. F, J. Saarr. 

Leasehold, 2 shops and premises, Nos. 12 and 13, Rye-lane, Peck- 
ham, annual value, £65 each; term, 95 years, from 1865 at £10 per 
annum each—Sold for £1,060. 

May 25.—By Mr. WairrincsaM. 

Freehold building land, situate at Acton, Middlesex, in 40lots—Sold from. 
£60 to £85 per plot. 

Freehold building land, being a‘portion of the Culliers Wood Estate, 
Lower Tooting, Surrey, in 44 lots; lot 1 to 186 comprised previous 
sales ; lot 187, sold tur £130 ; lot 188, sold for £65; lot 189, sold for 
£65; lots 195 to 198, sold for £60 each ; lot 217, sold for £70 ; lot 226 
sold for £60 ; lot 227, sold for £60. 

May 26.—By Messrs. J. J. Clemens & Son. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, Nos. 10 and 12, Bridport-place, New North-road, 
Hoxton, let at £30 each per annum; term, 604 years unexpired, at 
£4 5s, per annum—Sold for £665. 

By Messrs. Paice & Crarx. 

Leasehold residence, known as Warwick House, Crowhurst-road, Brix- 
ton, let at £70 per annum ; term, 93} years unexpired, at £5 per an- 
num—Sold for £820. 

Leasehold residence, known as Stanley House, Wiltshire-road, Brixton» 
let at £75 per annum; term, 943 years unexpired, at 411 per ane 
num—Sold for £820. 

June 1.—By Mr. Wa. THompsen. 

Freehold estate, comprising Barn House Farm, Great Bridge-hill, Little 
Bridge-hill, and Farley’s Farm, in the parishes of Shipley and Thake- 
ham, Sussex, containing about 193 acres—Sold for £4,900. 

Freehold and leasehold estate, known as Gratwick House, and Dawkes 
Land, Billinghurst, Sussex, containing 33a Or 26p—Sold for £2,100. 

June 3.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold, ia Or lop of building land, situate at Leatherhead, Surrey— 
Sold for £180, 

Freehold, 5a Or 24p of building land, situate as above—Sold for £770, 

By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovsFiktp. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos. 108 and 110, Asylum-road, Peckham, pro- 
ducing £60 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1851, at £18 per annum 
—Sold for £440. 
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Leasehold residence, known as Thornbury Cottage, Anerley, Surrey, let 
at £80 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1859, at £12 per annum— 
Sold for £750. 

By Mr. Rosins. 

Absolute reversion. free of legacy duty, toa sixth share of £56,985 15s. 6d. 
New 3 per Cent. Annuities, expectant on the death ofa lady in her 75th 
year—Sold for £5,775. a 

Freehold ground-rents, amounting to £685 8s. per annum, in 32 lots, 
upon property situate in Gelborne-road, Golborne-gardens, Edenham, 
St. Edenham-mews, Tottenham-street, and Southam-street, Kensal- 
road, Upper Westbourne-park, 3 lots producing £54 11s,—Sold for 
£1,270. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
June 3.—By Messrs. Bennett & CooPer. 

Leasehold residence, with stabling, known as Paddington Lodge, Bed- 
dington; term, 99 years from 1866, at £12 per annum—Sold for 
£1.545. 

Leasehold residence, No. 5, Queen’s-terrace,King’s-road, Windsor, annual 
value, £120; term, 97 years from 1847, at £5 8s. 9d. per annum—Sold 
for £1,460. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, outbuildings, and rounds of 
about 1} acres, known as The Limes, Romford, Essex—Sold for £1 3330, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS: 

BEAUMONT—On May 4, at Houston House, near Georgetown, 
Demerara, the wife of Joseph Beaumont, Esq., Chief Justice of 
British Guiana, of a daughter. ‘ 

BOMPAS—On May 31, at 32, Glocester-road, Regent’s-park, the wife of 
Henry Mason Bompas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

LAXTON—On June 3, at Stamford, the wife of Thomas Laxton, Esq. 
Solicitor, of a son. 

PATTISON—On May 28, at Effingham House, West-hill, Putney, the 
wife of Henry John Pattison, Esq., of a son. 

WILLIAMS—On May 27, at The Mount, St. Asaph, the wife of R. 
Vaughan Williams, Esq,, Judge of County Courts, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE, 

STOCKWOOD—REYNOLDS—On May 28, at St. Martin’s, Caerphilly» 
Glamorganshire, Alfred Stockwood, Esq., Solicitor, of Pontypridd» 
Glamorganshire, to Bessie Mary, daughter of the late John Reynolds» 
of Longford, Ireland. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


EMAinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
[Frrpay, May 29, 1863, 
LimiTED IN CHANCERY, 

Frederick Symons and Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on 
or before June 27, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to James Boatwright Gibbons and 
Edward Bishop, 8, Old Jewry. Saturday, July 11, at 11, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Industrial Financial Society (Limited aud Reduced).—Petition for re- 
ducing the capital from £3,000,000 to £1,500,000 was, on May 20, 
presented to the Master of the Rolls, and is now pending, and the list 
of creditors of the Company is to be made out as for June 30. 

London and Northern Insurance Corporation (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up. presented May 21, directed to be,heard before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Giffard on June 12. Harcourt & Macarthur, King’s-arms-yard, 
Coleman-st, solicitors for the petitioners. : 

Millwall Iron Works, Shipbui'ding, and Graving Docks Company 
(Limited).— Petition for winding up, presented May 28, directed to 
pe heard before Vice-Chancellor Giflard on June 6. Parker & Co, 
Bedford-row, solicitors for the petitioners, 

West Bournemouth Land and Cliff Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice- 
Chancellor Giffard has, by an order dated May 25, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Chapple, Carter-lane, solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Crowan and Wendron Tin and Copper Mining Company (Limited).— 
The Vice-Warden has, by an order dated May 26, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Roberts, Truro, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners. 

Tuespay, June 2, 1868, 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


General Provident Assurance Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented June 2, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins on June 12. ‘Regan, Lincola’s-inn-fields, solicitor for the 
petitioner, 

Princess of Wales Slate Company (Limited).—Tke Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated April 18, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, 
85, Cheapside, to be official liquidator. 

Staffordshire Wheel and Axle Company (Limited and Reduced).—Peti- 
tion for reducing the capital from £400,000 to £200,000 was, on May 
27, presented to the Lord Chancellor, and is now pending, and the list 
of creditors of the company is to be made out as for July 3. Emmets 
& Co, Bloomsbury-sq, solicitors to the company. 


UnN.imiTep in CHANCERY, 

South Essex Estuary and Reclamation Company.—Vice-Chane!lor Malins 
has fixed Friday, June 12, at 12, at his chambers, asthe time and place 
for the appointment of an official liquidator. ° 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 


Great Wheal B Mining ae for winding up, pre- 
sented May 26, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at 18, 





Thurloe-sq, Brompton, on Monday, June 15 at 12. Affidavits intended 
to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed 
at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before June 11, and notice 
thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioner or his. 
solicitor or agents. Roberts, Truro, solicitor to the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, May 29, 1868. 


Loyal Anglesey Lodge, Coach and Horses-inn, Bulkeley-sq, Llangefat 
Anglesey. May 26. 
ber” ag Wenanaaed Benefit Society, Half Moon-inn, Walton, Suffolk, 
a; 5 : 
- Tvuespay, June 2, 1868, 


Albion Friendly Society, Europa-inn, East Moulsey, Surrey. May 23. 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 29, 1868. 


Clinton, Right Hon Chas Rodolpb, Lord, Heanton Satchville, Devon. 
July |. Clinton v Kerr, M. R. 

Gray, Robt Alex, jun, Bing Hall, nr Aylsham, Norfolk. July 10. 
Gray v Gray, V.C. Stuart. 

Neatley, Edwd Sindrey, Sydney, New South Wales, Mariner. June I. 
Neatley v Clarke, M. R. a 

— Mary, Spondon, Derby, Widow. June 22, Osborn v Skinner, 


Ross, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Gent. July 10. Simpson v Grey 
V.C. Stuart. 
ome, Wn, Cliflon, Gloucester, Esq. July 1, Symonds v Gray, V.C 
tuart, 
Truro, Right Hon Augusta Emma, Dowager Baroness, Eaton-sq. 
June 26, Cardwell v Seamen’s Hospital Society, M. R. 


Tugspay, June 2, 1868. 


Lloyd, Mary Ann, Fishguard, Pembroke, Widow, June 25. Williams 
v Lloyd, M. R, 

Meadows, Betty, Bognor, Suseex. June 16. Guy v Rush, M. R. 

Mourilyan, Joseph Noakes, Sandwich, Kent, Gent. June 29. Pettit v 
Mourilyan, V.C. Malins. 

Sykes, Edwd, Wakefield, York, Gent. June 25, Newlove v Sykes, 
V.C. Giffard. 

Wyatt, Jas Louis Marie, Grove-villas, Upper Grove-lane, Camberwell, 
Gent. June 28. Wyatt v Hairis, V.C. Malias. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 29, 1868. 
a Robt, Pontefract, York, Gent. Forthwith. Arundel, Pontes 


ract. 

Abdy, Sir Wm, Hill-st, Berkeley-sq, Bart. June 39. Farrer, Lincoln’s« 
inn-fields. 

Allfrey, Jas, Brighton, Butcher. June 30. Waterman, Brighton. 

Atkinson, Mary, Clarborough, Nottingham, Widow. Aug. Burton, 
Gainsboro, 

Blease, Robt, Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Esq. July 2%. Mayhew, 
Gt Marlborough-st. 

Clulow, Emily Catherine, Clifton, Bristol, Widow. July 11, O’Donog- 
hue & Rickards, Bristol. 

Cottenham, Right Hon Caroline Elizabeth, Countess of, Sunninghill, 
Berks, Widow. June 24, Leman & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Fletchor, Mary, Mansfield Woodhouse, Nottingham, Widow. Aug 1. 
Parsons, Mansfield. 

Fletcher, Wm, Mansfield Woodhouse, Nottingham, Gent. Aug 1. Par- 
sons, Mansfield. 

Ford, Geo Sam], Brighton, Sussex, Esq. July 9. Richards, Warwick-st. 

Gravatt, Wm, Park-st, Westminister, Esq. July 1. Clark & Co, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Griffith, Thos, Crowns-lane, Streatham, Esq. Aug !, Sturmy & Dig- 
gles, Hibernia-chambers, London-bridge. 

Heane, Hy, Newport, Salop, Solicitor. July 22. Heane, Newport. 

Jeston, Robt Green, Avon Dassett, Warwick, Clerk. July 1. Fortes- 
cue, Banbury. 

Jones, Hy, Taplow, Buckingham, Smith. Aug 1, Brown, Maidenhead. 

Knight, Eliza, Slinford, Sussex, Widow. July 6, Bedford, Horsham. 

Lloyd, Mary Palmer, Ruthin, Denbigh, Widow. Dec 1. Louis, Ruthin, 

Nailard, John, West Grimstead, Sussex, Yeoman. July 6, Bedford. 
Horsham. 

Nixson, Hy, Manch,Gent. Augl. Gibson, Manch. 

Petitt, John, Bozeat, Northampton, Farmer. June 30. Rogers, South- 
ampton-bldgs, Chancery-lane. 

Rockliffe, John, Cheetwood, Manch, out of business. July 1. Marshall 
& Addleshaw, Manch. 

Seaxcy, Jane, Nottingham, Widow. July 11. Hunt & Son, Nottingham 

Sharp, Geo, Horsham, Sussex, Miller. Sept 29. Bedford, Horsham. 

Thornton, John, Cleckheaton, York, Machine Maker. July 31. Jack- 
son, Cleckheaton. 

—— Hy Waldron, Derby, Doctor. July 22. Burton & Son, Notting- 

am, 
Tuespay, June 2, 1868, 


Adams, Saml, Yardley, Worcester, Wheelwright. June 21. Beale & 


Co, Birm. 

Barber, Hannah, Bedford-gardens, Kensington, Spinster. June 30. 
Norris & Sons, Bedford-row. 

Field, Thos, Segre spare, Gent. July 13. Lee & Thorney, King- 
ston-upon-Hull. 

Fuller, Mary Ann, Lpool,Spinste:. June 30, Snowball & Copeman,. 


Lpool. 
Granger, Hy, Bradbourne, Derby, Esq. July 1, Hare & Wadham, 


Hazel, Martha, Brightwell, Berks, Widow. July 31, Hedges & Marsha 
Wallingford, 
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m, Fenwick, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cheesemonger. 
Dineledew & Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. , 
Irlam, Maria, Dibbinsdale, Bromborough, Chester, Spinster. 
Rushton & Armitstead, Bolton-le-Moors. 
Parry, Chas Llewellyn, Lpool, Master Mariner. July 25. 


nip tdson, Rev John, Appleby, Westmoreland, Clerk in Holy Orders. 


. Thompson, Appleby. f 
— ol Nottingham, Widow. July 11. Hunt & Son, Nottingham. 


by, Fras, Seagram Hall, nr Preston, Lancaster, Widow. June 30. 
Se onris & Sons, Bedford-row. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frmay, May 29, 1868. 
Abberley, Thos, Caverswall, Stafford, Shoe Maker, May 18. Comp 


lay 28. . 
unk we Brame, Corter-lane, Doctors’ Commons, Gent. May 23. 
. Reg May 22. 
Adley James, Paradise-rd, Stockwell, out of business. May 28. 
Comp. Reg May 29. _ : . 
Aisbitt, Lucy, South Shields, Durham, Chemist. April 30. Asst. 


May 27. 
Aldenon, Alfred Adams, & Joseph John P amt Brighton, Sussex, 


Plumbers. Aprili5. Comp. Reg May 26. 
Anderson, Geo, Finsbury-pl South, Builder. May 13. Comp. Reg 


May 26. 

4 John, Redhill, Surrey, Beerhouse Keeper. May 26. Comp. 
Reg May 27. 

Artaud, John Bowen, Charles-st West, Hyde-pk, Brush Maker. May 26. 
Comp. Reg May 29. 

Atkins, Robt, Grosvenor-rd, Pimlico, Contractor. May 4. Comp, Reg 
May 29. 

Bayloy, Geo Perrer, Rye-lane Peckham Rye, Ironmonger. May 22. 


Comp. Reg May 29. 
Bean, Geo, Oxtord-st, Hosier, April 29. Asst. Reg May 27. 
May 18. Comp. Reg 


Beckwith, Wm, Kingsland-rd, Builder, 
May 29. 

Broadley, John, jun, Bristol, Wine Merchant. April30. Asst. Reg 
May 26. 

pasthesers, Sarah, Eaton Bray, Bedford, Innkeeper. Mayl4, Comp. 
Reg May 26, 

Butlin, Geo Ilston, Yelvertoft, Northampton, Butcher. May 2. Asst. 


Reg May ‘ 
Chapman, Augustus Wm, St Augustine’s-rd, Camden Town, Stock 


Jobber. May 25. Comp. Reg May 27. 
Couzens, Joseph, Camberwell-rd, Boot Maker. May 25. Comp. Reg 
¥ 


Sept 1 
July 1. 
Williams, 


May 29. 

ou. Chas, Shipley, York, Auctioneer. April 26. Asst. Reg 
May 27. 

Crompton, Ralph, Bury, Lancaster, Draper. May 1. Comp. Reg 
May 27. 

Canninghame, Rosa, & Wm Bisenden Heath, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Wine Merchants .May 6. Asst. Reg May 27. 

Davis, Moss, Burton-cres, Clerk. May 22. Comp. Reg May 26. 

Dinsdale Jas, Saltaire, York, Grocer. May 18. Comp. Reg May 26, 

Downey, Geo, Polygon-mews, Paddington, Harness Maker. May 20. 
Comp. Reg May 27. 

Edge, Wm, Newcastle-under-Lyne, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer, 
May 21. Comp. Reg May 26. 

Ellis, Lilley, Birkenhead, Chester, Bleacher, May 26. Comp. Reg 

27 


May 27. 

E helby, Jonas, & Dan Eshelby, Bradford, York, Grocers. May 4. 
Comp. Reg May 26. 

Evans, David, & Johr Roberts, Pontypridd, Glamorgam, Drapers. 
May 23, Comp. Reg May 28 


Fayle, Hy, Providence-p!, Limehouse, Tailor. May 2. Comp. Reg 


May 26. 
Frauce, Thos, & Saml Leach, Leeds, Warehousemen. April 28, Asst. 
Reg May 26. 
Gilascock, Josiah, Castle Hedingham, Essex Farmer. May 25. Asst. 


Reg May 28. : 
Hale, Wm, Wincanton, Somerset, Innkeeper. April30. Comp. Reg 
Reg May 27. 


May 27, 
Hamer, Abraham Manch, Milliner. May 12. Asst. 
Haw, Arthur, Nottingham, Contractor. May 12. Comp Reg May 29. 
Hawley Wm, Penistone, York, Grocer. May 12. Asst. Reg May 28. 
Heaven, Geo Fredk, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Comm Agent. May 26. 
Comp. Reg May 28. 
— Hy, Birm, Jewellery Manufacturer. May 27. Asst. Reg 


ay 28. 
sam, John, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. May 20. Comp. Reg 
ay 27 


aes ‘Thos Howell, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Brewer. May 7. Comp. 

_ Reg May 25, 

= a Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Travelling Draper. May 15. Asst. 
eg May 27. 

King, Wm Alex, & Fredk Augustus King, Gt Bardfield, Essex, Cattle 

Dealers. May2. Comp. Reg May 29. ; 

Lancaster, John, jun, Manch, Dyer. May 12. Inspectorship. Reg 
ay 28, 

oa moe, Plymouth, Devon, Innkeeper. May 5. Comp. Reg 
Ay 28, 


Lees, Thos, Leicester, Grocer. May 23. Comp. Reg May 28. 

Mansell, Walter, Balsall-heath, Worcester, Comm Agent, May 19. 
Comp. Reg May 26. 

<7. Sam], Manch, Stay Manufacturer. May 25. Comp. Reg 


ay 28, 
Mold, Thos, Birm, Draper. May 6. Asst. Reg May 28. 
Newcombe, Wm, & Joseph Davey, Cardiff, Glamorgan, General 
_Dealers. May 18. Comp. Reg ben 27. 
Norton, Thos, & Chas Norton, Norfolk-ter, Westbourne-grove West, 
Builders. April29. Comp. Reg * 4 F 
a jeeph, St Alban, Hertford, Tobacconist. May 23. Comp. 
g a, p i 
Pewee, thos, Bath, Somerset, Boot Maker, May 16. Asst. Reg 





Pike, Edwd, sen, Manch, Tailor. May 12. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Preston, John Hughes, Warwick-gardens, Kensington, Gent. April 
30. Asst. Reg May 27. 
Price, Wm, Godstone, Surrey, Farmer. May 19. Comp. Reg May 28. 
Prince, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Merchant. May 8. Asst. 
Reg May 27. 
— a o, Bristol, Veterinary Surgeon. May 18. Comp, Reg 
ay 26. 
Ramsey, Hy, Broadway, Old Wandsworth, Manager to Oilmen, May 
14. Comp. Reg May 26. 
mate n, Wm Eardley, Portland-pl, Ensign. May 20. Comp. Reg 
‘ay 28. 
Robinson, Richd Beckett, Whitchurch, Salop, Ironmonger. May 19. 
Comp. Reg May 28. 
Rogers, Jobn, Sheffield, Boot Maker. May 18. Comp. Reg May 27. 
Roskel!, Ann, Robt Arrowsmith, & John Kendal, Preston, Lancaster, 
Bankers. May 13 Asst. Reg May 26. 
Smith, Edwin, Sneffield, Basket Maker. May 19. Asst. Reg May 28. 
ge Scoles-green, Norwich, Engineer. May 27. Comp. 
eg May 28. 
Tait, Robt, Cannock, Stafford, Draper. May 16. Comp. Reg May 28. 
Taylor, Edwd, Salford, Lancaster, Grocer. May 4. Asst. Reg May 27. 
Tooze, Saml, Bristol, Cooper. May!l. Comp. Reg May 25. 
be Richd Geo, Bristol, Schoolmaster. May 13. Comp. 
ay 27. 
oe John, Dorchester, Dorset, Builder. May 16. Asst. Reg 
: 


y 29. 
Wilson, Chas, Leeds, Wine Merchant. May 5. Asst. Reg May 27. 
Wright, Wm, & Wm Hazard, John-st North, Marylebone-rd, File 
Manufacturers. May 26. Comp. Reg May 29. 
TuespDAyY June 2, I868. 
Baxter, Wm, St John’s-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Manufacturing Jeweller. 
May 16. Comp. Reg May 30. 
Seren Gee, Blackburn, Lancaster, Packer. 
une 1. 
Benton, John Wheeldon, Graham-house, Homerton, Gent, 
Comp. Reg May 30. 
Boyell, Richd, Wellesley-st, Stepney, Comm Agent. May 15. Comp. 
Reg June 2. : 
=o mes Peterborough, Northampton, Painter. May 11. Comp. 
eg May 29. 
“ seca Frodingham, York, Inkeeper. May 22. Asst. Reg 
ay 29. 
Carter, Augustus Fredk, Rogate, Sussex, Grocer. May 14. Comp. 
Reg June |}. 
Cliffe, Wm, Knottingley, York, Chemist. May 12. Asst. Reg May 30 
Cobb, Joseph Edwd, Bournemouth, Hants, Venetian Blind Maker 
May 4. Asst. Reg June 1. . 
Cohen, Natan, Lpool, Clothier. May 29. Comp. Reg May 30. 
Collinge, Wm, Burnley, Lancaster, Watchmaker. May 27. Asst. Reg 


Reg 


May 6. Comp. 
April 26. 


Reg 


May 20. 
= Thos, Dorchester, Dorset, Grocer, May 14. Comp. Reg 
ay 30. 
Doughty, John, Ipswich, Suffulk, out of business. 
29, 


Reg May 29. 
Elliot, John, Dickleburgh, Norfolk, Draper. May 11. Comp. 
Reg May 29. 


June 2. 
May 12. Asst. 
Reg May 29. 


Fry, Lydia, Lpool, Outfitter. 

Gibbs, Fredk, Pentonville-rd, Dentist. May29. Comp. 

Goward, Sam], Aspland-grove, Hackney, Clerk. May 28. Comp. 
Reg May 30. 

my 0 Manningham, York, Machine Naker. May 7. Comp. 
keg June 1. 

Hingston, Thos, Devizes, Wilts, Grocer. May 19. Comp. Reg May 30 

Holloway, Wm, Chichester, Grocer, May 15. Comp. Reg June 1. 

— Jas, Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. May 6. Asst. Reg 
une 2, 

Jennings Wm, sen, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Coal Merchant. May 
5. Asst. Reg May 29, 

Johnson, Edwin, Cannon-st-rd, Dyer. April 27. Comp. Reg May 25. 

_ Wm, Lwyngarn, Cardigan, Labourer. May 26. Comp. Reg 

ay 30. 

Knight, Joseph, Longton, Stafford, Eathenware Manufacturer. 
9. Asst Reg June l. 

Lloyd, Richd Owen, Norwich, Coal Merchant. May 7. Asst. Reg 
May 20. 

Mellor, Wm, Wakefield, York, Shoemaker. May 19. Comp. Reg 


ay 30. 
Munro, John, Sheffield, Draper. May 8. Asst. Reg May 30. 
Nevill, Alfred, Wm Edwd Jourdain, & Albert Jourdain, Wood-st, 
Cheapside, Wholesale Hosiers. May 19. Asst. Reg June}. 
Nicholas, John Rodney, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Coal Merchant. May 5. 
Comp. Reg May 29. 
Pellew, Hy John, Little Sutton, Turnham Green, Paraffin Wax Refiner 
May 4. Comp. Reg June l. 
vs Richd, Darlington, Durham, Fruiterer. May 22. Comp. 
eg June |. 
Priesler, Maurice, Lpool, Comm Agent. May 20. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Rainford Jas, Eccles, Lancaster, Joiner, May 9. Asst. Keg May 30. 
Rowe, Wm, Maetseg, Glamorgan, Grocer. May 12. Comp. Reg May 30. 
em Edwin, Geo, Neg-Cross-rd, Grocer. May 14. Comp. Reg 
une 2, 
Smith, Thos, Middlesborough, York Tailor. May 4. Asst. Reg May 29. 
Swaebe,; Hy, Strand, Tobacconist. May 20. Comp. Reg May 29. 
Turner, Jas, Oxtord, Horse Dealer. May 15. Comp. Reg June |. 
Viner, Hy, Bristol, Accountant. May 27. Comp. Reg June 1. 
Vockins, Jas Hadland, — Blackfriars-rd, Schoolmaster. 
May 29. 


May 5. Comp. 
teg 


May 


May 
2. Comp, = 
Walmisley, Sophia Selby, & Augusta Selby Walmisley, Portland-rd- 
villas, Notting-hill, Spinsters. May 29. Asst. Reg June 2. 
Wetherell, Robt, Higgins, Baltonsborough, Somerset, Tailor. May 
28. Comp. Reg June l. 8 
Wolder, Moses, Wentworth-st, Spitalfields, Pastry Cook, May 2°. 
Comp. Reg May 29. 
Weodenet, - Biackburne, Lancaster, Tea Dealer. May 2. Comp. 
eg Ma: 4 
be: ward, Hebert, Worcester, Hop Merchant. May ll, Asst. Reg 
lay 29. 
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Bankrupts. 
Frripay, May 29, 1868, 
To Surrender in London. 

Aggus, Hy, Red Lion-sq, Office Clerk. Pet May 25. Murray. June 15 
at 12. Cordwell, College-hill, Cannon-st. 

Blanks, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. Pepys. 
18 at 12. 

Burton, Geo Hotson, Rydon-ter, Shepherdess-walk, Shoreditch, Linen- 
draper. Pet May 26. June 22at1. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 

Butler, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 22 at 11. 

Compt, Roderick, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj May 20. June 
22 at 12. 

Church, Benj, Old Kent-rd, Clothier. Pet May 25. Pepys. June 18 at 1. 
May & Co, Adelaide-pl. 

Clancy, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. Pepys. June 
18 at 12. 

Claxton, aaa Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 
22 at Jl. 

Curtis, Barnard, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj May 21. Roche. 
June 22 at 1. 

Dent, Jchn, New Finchley-rd, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 27. June 
24atll. Walker, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Dixon, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj May 21. June 22at 2. 

Emblin, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 22 at 11. 

Ennever, Jane, Rainham, Essex, Spinster. Pet May 25. June 17 at2. 
Rigby, Celeman-st. 

Gardiner, Wm, Horringer, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet May 27. Murray. June 
15 at1. Walpole, Beyton. 

Gladwin, Walter Hy, Bonner's-rd, Victoria-pk, ont of business. Pet 
May 25. Pepys. June 18 atl. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Haise, John, Hayes, Mddx, Clerk. Pet May 26. Murray. June 15 atl. 
Richardson, Old Jewry. 

Healey, Benj, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. Jane 18 atl. 

Henderson, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 27 (for pau). 
Pepys. June 18 at2. Drake, Basinghall-st. 


June 


Hildalgo, Raphael, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 22 
at 11. 


Johnson, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj May 20. June 22 at 12, 

Jolliffe, Wm, sen, King’s-row, Walworth, Journeyman Baker, Pet May 
25° Murray. June 15at12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Lambert, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 23. Pepys. June 
18 at 12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Lapthorn, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj May 21. Pepys. 
June 18 at |. 

Lawrance, Wm, Maple-rd, Penge, Builder. Pet May 26. Roche. June 
10at 2. Randall & Angier, Gray’s-inn-pl, Gray’s-inn- 

Lloyd, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. June 22 at 11. 

Long, Alfred, Wheatley, nr Oxford, Baker. Pet May 26. Pepys. June 
18 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Macey, Chas John, Landseer-rd, Bow, Master Mariner. Pet May 27. 
Pepys. June 18 at2. Hogan, Martin’s-lane, 

McSheiham, Michael, Prisonerfor Debt, London. Adj May 18. Pepys. 
June 18 at 12. 

ery, Alex Hollis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18, June 
22 at 12. 

Otten, Jacob, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Mey 18. June 18 at 12. 

Palmer, Wm, Newmarket, St Mary, Suifolk, Shoemaker. Pet May 20. 
June 24 at ll. Tippetts & Son, Gt-‘St Thomas Apostle. 

Partridge, Wm John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 26. Pepys. 
June !8 ati. Cann, Lincoln's-inn-fields. 

Pengolly, Alfred Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 23 (for pau). 
Brougham. June i7at2, Hope, Ely-pl. 
Pickthorn, Wm Hy Buller, Southsea, Hants, Clerk. Pet May 25. Mur- 
ray. June !5at12. Westall & Roberts, Leadenhall-st. 
—_ Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj May 20. June 22 
at 12. 

Robinson, Ann, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj May 18. June 22 at 12. 

Scott, John, Berwick-st, Oxford-st, Licentiate df Medicine, Pet May 26, 
June 22at1!. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st. 

= Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj May 20. Junais 
at 12. 


Smart, Thos, sen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 27 (for pau). 
Murray. June 22 at 1. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Sparshott, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj May 21. Roche. 
June 22 atl. 

Sponheimer, Mathias, Manchester-ter, Kensai New Town, Baker. Pet 
May 26. June 22atl. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Stevens, John, Brighton, Sussex, Bootmaker. Pet May 25. June 17 at 2. 
Clennell, Gt Knight Rider-st. 

Suftield, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 27 (for pau). Mur- 
ray. June 22atl. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Taylor, Geo, Packington-st, Islington, Commercial Traveller. Pet May 
26. Murray, June l5as1. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 
Titheradge, Geo Robt, Portsea, Southampton, Accountant, Pet May 
26: Murray. June 15 at 12. Jones, New-inn, Strand. 

Townsend, Robt Hally, Iver, Buckingham, Grocer. Pet May 27. Jane 
22 at 2. Whalley & Co, Reading. 

Wade, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 23 (for pau). Broug- 
ham. June 17at2, Popham, Basinghall-st, 

— Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May20. Pepys. June 

a . 

Wilbraham, Joseph Dickinson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 

18. Pepys. June 18atl. 
To Surrrender in the Country. 

Adams, Arthur Ormsby, Birm, Jonrneyman Metal Burnisher. Pet 
May 23. Guest. »Jnne 12 at10. Parry, Birm. 

Akery, John, Norton St Philip, Somerset, Journeyman Gardener, Pet 
May 25. Messiter. Frome, June 16 at 11. y, Frome. 

Averre, Jas, Sunderland, Darham, Leather Cutter. Pet May 26. Mar- 
shall, Sunderland, June 16 at 12. Haswell, Sunderland, 

Baker, Hy, Birm, Draper. Pet May 26. Tndor. Birm, June 12 at 
12. Lowe, Dudley. 

Backs, Jonathan, Birkenhead, Chester, Insurance Agent. Pet May 
27. Loool, Jana Liat 1!. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Barfoot, Fredk Dixon, Newport, Monmouth, Coal Merchant. Pet May 
26, Wilde, Bristol, June! at ll. Lloyd, Newport. 





Bartram, Benj Robinson, Reading, Berks, Coal Merchant. Pet March 
6. Collins. Reading, June 13 at 10. Slocombe, Reading. 

Bell, John, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Pet May 2i, Halton. Carlisle, Jang 
10 at 11. Donald, Carlisle. 

Berry, Saml, Honiton, Devon, Draper. 
at 12. Terrell & Petherick, Exeter. 

Best, Adam, Bolton, Lancaster, Engineer. Pet May 25, Fardell. Manch, . 
June 17 at1l, Leigh, Manch. 

Buekham, John, Middlesbrough, York, Ironmaster’s Clerk. Pet May 
25. Crosby. Middlesbrough, June 11 at 11.30, Dobson, Middles- 
brough. 

Bumby, John, Eccles, out of business. Pet May 26, Hulton. Salford, 
June 13 at 9.30. Stringer, Manch. 

Burrows, John, Pattishall, Northampton, Farrier. Pet May 26. Shep- 
pard. Towcester, June 8 at 10. Whitton, Towcester. 

Cattell, Geo Davey, Birm, Comm Agent. Pet May 25. Hill. 

June 10 at 12, Green, Birm. 

Clark, Richd, Morledge. Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 20; Weller. 
Derby, June 17 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Creasey, Abraham, Bourn, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet May 22. Bell. Bourn, 
June 12 at 12. Stapleton, Stamford, 

Eley, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham, 
Nottingham, June 17 at 10.30. 

Elmer, David, Shetford, Suffolk, Shepherd. Pet May 26. Clarke, Thet- 
ford, June 9 at 12, Walpole, Beyton Lodge. 
Evans, David, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Collier. 
Aberdare, June ll at1ll. Rosser, Aberdare. 
Eyers, Hy, Southsea, Hants,Plumber. Pet May 26. Howard. Port;- 

mouth, June 19 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Fletcher, Geo, Brampton, Derby, Provision Dealer. Pet May 26. 

Pet May 23, Shirley. 


Pet May 27, Exeter, Junas 


Birm, 


Pet May 12. Patchitt. 


Pet May 25. Rees. 


Wake. Chesterfield, June 16 at il. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Foster, Edwin, Doncaster, York, Tobacconist. 
Doncaster, June 5 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield, 

Gillham, Robt, Ilfracombe, Devon, Castom House Officer. 
25. Exeter, June9at2. Fioud, Exeter. 

Goddard, Wm, Salford, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
Fardell. Manch, June (6atll. Minor, Manch. 

Goodman, John, Thornhaugh, Northampton, Blacksmith. Pet May 
25. Shield. Stamford, June that 11, Laxton, Stamtord. 

Gradwell, Wm, Salford, Lancaster, Pet May 27. Kay. Manch, June 
9 at9.30. Richardson, Manch- 

Greaves, Jas, Weduesbury, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper, Pet May 27. 
Walsall, June 10 at 12, Brevitt, Walsall. 

Green, Geo, Northampton, Tin-plate Worker. Adj May 15. Dennis. 
Northampton, June 6 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Greenwood, Hy, Birm, out of business. Pet May 15. Guest. Birm,. 
Jnne 12 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Hastings, Hy Thompson, Derby, Boot Maker. Pet May 6. Weller. 
Derby, June 17 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Hickson, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 27. 
Challinor. Hanley, Jaly 18 at 11, Tomtinson, Burslem. 

Holman, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Monmouth. Adj April 16. Aber- 
gavenny, June 9 at 12. Jones, Abergavenny, 

Hughes, Wm Owen, Bangor, Carnarvon, Tea Dealer. Pet May 27. 
Jones. Bangor, June 8 at 2.30, Parry, Bangor. 

Huntley, Thos Sellwood, Wm Geo Wookey, & John Crosby, Bristol, 

um Manufacturers, Pet May 25. Wilde. Bristol, June 10 at 11. 

Press & Co, Bristol. 

Irving, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Wharfinger. Pet May 25. 
Gale. Cheltenham, June 10 at 11. Marshall, Cheltenham, 

Jones, John, Skewen, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet May 26. Wilde: Bris- 
tol, June 10 at 11. Price, Bristol. 

Law, Raistrick, Dudley Hill, York, Card Maker. Pet May 25. Leeds, 
June 15 at 12. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Lewis, John, Birm, Tobacconist. Adj May 22. Tudor. Birm, June 
12 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 

Lowe, Thos, Brampton, Derby, Gen2ral Merchant. Pet May 5 (for pau).. 
Weller. Derby, June 17 at 12, Leech, Derby. 

Messenger, Wm Ilton, Southampton, Carpenter, Pet May 27. Thorn- 
dike. Southampton, June 8 at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 

Millar, Wm, Falkingham, Lincoln, Boot Maker. Pet May 25. Bell. 
Bourn, June 12 at 12.30. Law, Stamford. 

Morgan, David Evan, Cwmbach, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet May 21. 
Wilde. Bristol, June 10 at ll, Press & Co, Bristol. 
Morley, Wm Jepson, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj May 12. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, June 17 at 10.30. 
Mould, Joe, Kirtling, Cambridge, Carpenter. Pet May 26. Button.. 
Newmarket, June 10 at 10. York, Newmarket. 

Neil, Wm John, Leeds, Flax Dresser, Pet May 27. Leeds, June 15 
atll. Middleton & Son, Leeds. 

Overton, Thos, Mile Bank, Salop, Farmer. Pet May 26, Hill. Birm, 
June 10 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Parry, Hy, Easingwold, York, Ropemaker. Pet May 18, 
Easingwold, June 19 at 11, Anderson & Hanchett, York. 

Plumb, John, Sandiacre, Stonemason. Derby, Pet May 5. Weller. 
Derby, June 17 at 12, Briggs, Derby. 

Pringle, Isabella, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Ship Owner. Pet May~ 
22. Marshall. Sunderland, June 16 at 12. Thompson, Sunder- 


land. 

Pyatt, Wm, Dudley, Worcester, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 23. Walker.- 
Dudley, June ll at 12. Lowe, Dad-ey. 

Ransom, Jas Edwd, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Licensed Victual-- 
ler. Pet May 27. Fardeil. Manch, June 8 at 12. Cobbett & Co- 


Manch. 

Rhodes, Chas, Handsworth, York,File Cutter. Pet May 26. Rodgers,. 
Sheffield, June 11 at!. Micklethwaite. 

Richards, Stephen, & Joseph Pascoe, Penzance, Cornwall, Potato 
Merchants. Pet May 19. Exeter, June 9at2. Daw & Son, Exeter. 

Roberts, Ellen, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj May 19. Iulton.- 
Salford, June 13 at 9.30. 

Samworth, Geo, Overton Longville, Huntingdon, Carpenter. Pet May 
23. hes. Peterborough, June 13 at 1l. Dgacon, Peterborough. 

Simmons, Lewis, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Clothier. Pet May 20. Wilde. 
Bristol, June 10 at tl. Press-& Co Bristol. 

Sivewright, Wm Alex, & Wm Sivewright, Tutbury, Stafford, Flint. 
Glass Manufaccurers. Pet May 26. Tador. Birm, Jane 12 at \2 
James & Griffin, Birm. 


Pet May 
Pet May 26. 


Flaxby. 
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flack, John, Derby, Labourer. Pet March 27. Weller. Derby, June 


. Bri Derby. 

ina saul Brynaaur, Brecon Collier. Pet May 27. Shepard. 
Tredegar, June 16 ab 11. Davies, Crickhowell. i ‘ 

‘Tarley, Joseph, Birm, Wholesale Fraiterer, Pet May 27, Hill. Birm, 
June 10 at !2. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Turner, Andrew, Addlesbrough, York, Labourer. Pet May 27. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Jane 10 at 11. Fisher, Middlesborough. 

‘Williams, John Fenton, Lancaster, Cheetham, Beerseller. Pet May 
27, Hulton. Salford, Jane 13 at 9.30, Ellithorne, Manch. 

Hibbitt, Williamson, Gt Ponton, Lincoln, Miller. Pet May 25. Grant- 
ham, June ll atll. Malim, Grant! bs : 

Worrall, Luke, & Thos Hargreaves, West Melton, York, Masons, Pet 
May 27. Hoyle. Rotherham, June 15 at 12. Whitfield, Rother- 

ge Blagg, Shirley, Worcester, out of business. Adj May 22. 
Hill. Birm, June 10at!2, James & Griffin, Birm, 

Tuespay, June 2, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 

‘Bi ombe, Isaac, Derwent-st, East Greenwich, Chandler’s-shop 
tenn Pet May 28. June 24at1ll. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Cox, Chas, Colchester, Essex, Pork Butcher. Pet May 28. Roche. June 
17ab!l. Jones, Colchester. 

Cross. Thos, Albion-villas, Albert-rd, Croyden, Carpenter. Pet May 28. 
Pepys June t8at1l. Harcourt & Co, King’s-arm-yard, 

Crowe, Edwd, Norwich, Coal Merchant. Pet May 29. Roche. June 
15at 12, Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Cumbers, Alfred Chas, Romford, Essex, Cowkeeper, Pet May 28, 
Roche. June 17 at ll. Steadman, London-wall. ‘ 

Fagan, Edwd, Wigmore-st, Cavendish-sq, Professor of Music. Pet 
May 29. Roche. June 17 at 12. Michael, Gresham-bldgs, Basing- 
hall-st. 

oldman, Louis, Church-lane, Whitechapel. Watchmaker. Pet May 
26. Pepys. June 18 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Hayes, Mark, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 27(for pau!, Broug- 
ham. June 24at12. Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Hooker, John, Stewarts-lane, Battersea, Soap Maker. Pet May 25. 
June2iat 12. Mount, Gracechurch-st. 

Langenscheid, Carl Wilhelm, Cheswell-st, outof business. Pet May 
29, June 24atl. Flavell, Bedford-row. 

Savage, Wm, Harrow, Fishmonger. Pet May 27. June 22 at 2. Dobie, 
Basinghall-st. ; 

Seaward, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj May 18. Roche, June 
22 atl. 

Smith, Wm, George-st, Lambeth-walk, Whiting Manufacturer. Pet 
May 26. June 22 atl. Hewitt, Nicholas-lane. 

Toogood, Geo, Caledonian-rd, King’s-cross, Coal Merchant. Pet May 20. 
June 24at1. Todds, Wardrobe-pl, Doctor’s-commons, 

Wates, Jas,jun, Prowiss-st, Woolwich, Stationer. Pet May 29. Pepys. 
Jane !8atll. Hughes & Co, Woolwich. 

Weston, Edwd, Grove-st, Camden-town, <Licensed Victualler. Pet 
May 26. Pepys. June 18at2. Pevcriey,Gresham House, Basing- 
hall-st. 

Wilkinson, Susannah Georgianna Catherine, Erdington-villas, Laurel- 
grove, Penge, no oceupation. Pet May 26. June 22 at 2, Mason & Co, 
Gresham-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allport, Joseph, Lpeol, Gunsmith. PetMay 28. Lpool, June 12 at 11. 
Browne, Lpool. 

Attwood, Chas., Stourbridge, Worcester, Currier. Pet May 16. Har- 
ward, Stourbridge, June 19at 10, Wall, Stourbridge. 

Barrell, Joseph, Chesterton, Cambridge, no occupation. Pet May 29. 
Eaden, Cambridge, June 19 at 3. Jarrold, Cambridge. 

Baxter, Wm Robt, Birm, Leather Dealer, Pet May 29, Hill, 
June 17 at 12. Brown, Birm. 

Blight, Riehd Hy, Falmouth, Cornwall, Tailor. Pet May 21. 

June 12ati2. Terrell & Petherick, Exeter. 

Brewin, Saml, Bottle, nr Lpool. Pet May 25 (for pan). Dunn, Lancas- 
ter. June 12 at 12, Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Banton, John, Swinton, York, Labourer. Pet May 28. 

totherham, June 15 atl. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Carter, John, sen, Dearham, Cumberland, Butcher. Pet May 26. Gib- 
sou. Neweastle-upon-Tyne, June 16at12. Hodge & Harle, New- 
castle-upon Tyne. 

Davies, Joseph, Newport, Monmouth, Bootmaker. Pet May 30. Wilde. 
Bristol, June 13. atit. Lloyd, Newport. 

Dawes, Wm Balfour, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet May 30. 

Burton. Gainsborough. June 16 at 11. Bladon, Gainsborough, 

Eden, Abraham, Gateshead, Durham, Cartman. Pet May 26. Gibson, 
Newoasle-npon-Tyne, June 16 at 11.30. Johnson, Newcastle-upon- 

yne 


Birm, 
Exeter, 


Newman. 


Evans, Chas, jan, & Thos Jacob Jones, Newport, Monmouth, Timber 
~ chants, Pet May 27, Wilde.,Bristol, June 12 atl!. Pain, New- 


port. 

Felyns, Thos, Moseley, Stafford, Tea Dealer. Pet May 28. Tudor. 

_ Birm, June 12 at 12. Grover, Walsall. 

Fox, Chas Jas, & Wm Wilson Fox, Dewsbury, York, Carpet Manufac- 
turers. Pet June 1, Leeds, June 22at li. Scholes & Dewsbury, 


Dewsbury. 

Fry, Geo, Bristol, Carrier. Pet May 29. Wilde. Bristol, June 
12 at ll. Press & Co, Bristol . 

Gant, Thos, Clee, Lincoln, Sailor. Pet May 26, Daubney. Gt Grimsby. 
Jung 12at 12, Stephenson, Gt Grimsby. 

‘Glover, John, Bideford, Deyon, Coal Merchant. Pet May 30. Rooker. 
Bideford, June 17.at 11. Small, Bideford. 

Grice, Jas, Lower Tranmere, Chester, Bookkeeper: Pet May 29: Wason. 
Birkenhead, Jone 12 at 10. Bellringer, Lpool- 

Hawley, Geo, Coltersworth, Lincoln, Stonemason, Pet May 26. 

q;hompson. Grantham, June Il at ll. Malim, Grantham, 

Hesslegrave, Thos, Cheetham, Lancaster, out of business. Pet May 
30. Hulton. Salford, June 13 at 9.20. Gardner, Manch. 

Hodgkiss, Richd, Wigan, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet May 29. Fardell, 
March, June I7atil, Peacock, Manch. 

Jeffries, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick, Adj June 16. Guest. 
Kirm, June 12 at 10. 

J enney, Wm, West Torrington, Lincoln, Labourer. Pet May 27. 
Rhodes, Market Kasen, June 17 at 3. Chambers, Market Rasen. 





Jones, David, Brecon, Grocer. Pet May 26, Evans. Breeknock, 
June tl at 2. James, Brecknock. 

Jones, Wm Hooper, Claines, Worcester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 
28. Crisp Worcester, June 18 at 11. Tree, Worcester. 

Land, Benj, Farnham, Surrey, Trainer of Horses. Pet May 12, Hollest 
Farnham, June 9 at 12. Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borough. 

Lee, Sampson Marsden, Leeds,"Dyer. Pet May 30. Leeds, June 15 at 
lt. Pullan. Leeds. 

Lovegreen. Robt, Durham, Cordwainer. Pet May 28. 
Durham. June 17 at 1!. Marshall, jun, Durham. 

Mitchell, Alex Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj May 14, Fardell. 
Manch, June 16 at 11. 

Miller, Thos, Darnall, Sheffield, out of business. Pet May 29. Wake, 
Sheffield. June 11 at 1. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Morris, John Brande, Shortwood, Somerset, Roman Catholic Priest. Pet 
May 30. Wilde. Bristol, June 13 at 11. Stone & Co, Bath. 

Noel, Alfred Wm, Redruth, Cornwall, Ship’s Carpenter. PetMay 27. 
Peter. Redruth, June 13 at 1}, Nalder, Redruth. 

Oxford, John. Birm, out of business. Pet May 29. Guest. Birm, June 


12at 10. Hawkes, Birm. 
Polland, John, Exeter, Fish Salesman. Pet May 30, Daw. Exeter, 
Pet May 20. Leeds, June 


Greenwell. 


Jane i3atil. Floud, Exeter. 

Reed, Thos, Kingston-upon- Hull, Tinner. 
24at 12. England & Co, Hull. 

Rossitcr, Jas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Quarryman, Pet May 25. Morris 
Swansea, June 15 at 2. Clifton, Swansea. 

Smith, Wm, Easthope, Leicester, Farm Bailiff. Pet May 20 (for pau). 
Thompson. Leicester, June 11 at 11. 

Stanyer, John, Willaston, Chester, Comm Agent. Pet May 30. Lpool. 
June 16 at 11. Kent, Lpool. 

Stelfox, Jas, Lpool, Tea Dealer. Pet May 23(for pau). Dunn. Lancaster, 
June 12 at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Stiesen, Severino, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj March 16. Lang- 
ley. Cardiff, June 15 atll. Raby, Cardiff. 

Stocker, John Duffet, Birm, Journeyman Painter. Pet May 28. Guest. 
Birm, June 12 at 10. Rowland, Birm. 

Townsend, John, Coventry, Turnpike Toll Collector. Pet May 24. 
Kirby. Coventry, June 16 at3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Valentine, Peter, Tyldesley, Lancaster, Engine Tenter. Pet May 30. 
Holden, Leigh. June l7 at}. Ramwvell Bolton. 

Wardle, Wm, Manch, Baker. Pet May 2 (for pau.) Dunn. Larcaster, 
June 12 at 12, Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Wilcocks, Fredk Jas, Lpool, Attorney-at-Law. Pet May 29. Hime. 
Lpool, June 12at 3. Gray, Lpool. 

Wildig, Hugh Bennett, Pensam, Denbigh, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Pet May 28. Sisson. Rhyl, June 12 at 3. Williams, Rhyl. 
Wilmot, Chas jun, & Hy Dunning, Lpool, Licensed Victuallers. 

May 28. Lpool, June 15 at 11. Best, Lpool. 
Wright, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj May 14. Chamberlain. 
Gt Yarmouth, June 13 at 11. Diver, Gt Yarmouth. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, May 29, 1868, 
Pyne, John, Excter, Carpenter. May 14. 
TuespDay, June 2, 1868. 
Morris, Rott, & Jas Meagher Field, Hanover-st, Long Acre, Hydraulic 


Engineers. May 21. 
Steddy, Eliz. Howard-rd, Stoke Newington, Builder. May 28, 


Pet 








( ‘“RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
T 37, (LD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

P Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm:— 


5 PxorosaL For LoAN On MORTGAGES. 
ATC... 000 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
@nnual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
ngs, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


OTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, That the next 
Half-ycarly Examination for MATRICULATION in this Uni- 
versity will commence on MONDAY, the 29th of JUNE, 1868. In 
addition to the Metropolitan Examination, Provincial Examinations 
will be held at Owen’s College, Manchester; Queen’s College, Liver- 
pool; Stonyhurst College; St. Cuthbert’s College, Ushaw; St. Gre- 
gory’s College, Downside ; St. Mary’s College, Oscott; and St. Patrick’s 
College, Carlow. ; 

Every Candidate is required to transmit his Certificate of Age to 
the Registrar (17, Savile-row, London, W.) at least fourteen days 
before the commencement of the Examination, 

Candidates who pass the Matriculation Examination are entitled to 
proceed to the Degreees conferred by the University in Arts, Laws, 
Science, and Medicine. This Examination is accepted (1) by the 
Council of Military Education in lieu of the Entrance Examination 
otherwise imposed on Candidates for admission to the Royal Military 
College at Sandhurst ; and (2) by the College of Surgeons in lieu of the 
Preliminary Examination otherwise imposed on Candidates for its 
Fellowship. Itis also among those examinations of which some one 
must be passed (1) by every Medical Student on commencing his 

rofessional studies; and (2) by every person entering = Articles of 
lerkship to an Attorney,—any such person Matriculating in the 
First Division being entitled to exemption from one year’s service. 
WILLIAM B. CARPENTER, M.D., 


May 29th, 1868. Registrar. 
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HE LONDON JOINT-STOCK BANK, 
Princes-street, London, June 4, 1868.—Notice is hereby given 
that the next HALF-YEARLY GENERAL MEETING of the Share- 
hoiders of this Company will be held in the Board-room of the Bank, in 
Princes-street, Mansion House, on Thursday, the 16th day of July next, 
at Twelve o'clock precisely, to receive the report of the Directors and 
announcement of Dividend. 
And Notice is further given that the Transfer Books of the Bank will 
be closed on Tuesday, the 30th instant, and will remain so until Friday, 
the 17th July. By Order of the Board, 


THOMAS BURROWES, Secretary. 
RACTICE IN LUNACY. With Notes of Cases, 


Forms, Costs, Statutes, and General Orders, and a full Index. 
Fourth Edition, cloth, 16s. 64. By JOSEPH ELMER, of the Office of 
the Masters in Lunacy. 

Srrvens & Sons, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 








TENOGRAPHY and PHONOGRAPHY applied 
KJ to 3,065 Languages in one pamphlet, at 3s., by Dr. REEHORST, 
Linguistic Professor, Technical Translator, and Nautical Interpreter, 
Devonshire-road, Forest-hill, London. 





Just published, price 2s., 


LE dariat TO LIGHT AND ATR: being a Sum- 
» mary ofthe Laws relating to Ancient Windows. With all the 


latest cases. By O. 8S. ROUND, Barrister-at-Law. 


London: W. Amer, Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate. 








THE COMPANIES’ ACTS, 1862 & 1867. 
Now ready, price 2s., in cloth, 


HANDY BOOK of Practical Instructions for 

the Formation and Management of JOINT-STOCK COMPA- 
NIES. By RICHARD JORDAN, Registration Agent, 123, Chancery- 
lane, London. Including Instructions as to the preparation of the 
Memorandum and Articles of Association, Subscribers’ Signatures 
Stamping, Filing, Books to be kept, Returns, Special Resolutions 
Change of Name, &c., &c. 


————_—__, 


FRANK SMITH & Co., 
ROBE MAKERS TO THE LORDS JUSTICES: 


Judges’, Serjeants’ -at-Law, and Queen’s Counsel's 
Gowns, Bands, $e. 


BAR GOWNS, 2, 24, AND 3 GUINEAS. 


FRANK SMITH & CO. 
13, SOUTHAMPTON STREET, STRAND, LONDON, W.c¢ 


B. J. MAYER, 3 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 


PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THE 
PRINCE OF WALES. 
TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges, Price Lists 
presented on application. 

All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J. MAYER, 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs, 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, E.C. 

36° 


36°. THE MAYFAIR SHERRY. 
Fit for a Gentleman’s Table. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 


Post Orders on Chapel-strect, 8.W. 


(j}harles Ward and Son, 


(Established upwards of a Century,) 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


36s. THE MAYFAIR SHERRY. 36. 











FURNISHED CHAMBERS, 30, Chancery-lane. 


First Floor. Library.—Apply to HovsrKErPEr. 





CHWEPPE’S MINERAL WATERS.— 
iN By Special appointment to Her Majesty and H R.H. the Prince 
of Wales. Every bottle is protected by a label having name and trade 
mark.—Manufactories at London, Liverpool, Derby, Bristol, Glasgow, 
Malvern. 


STATES SURVEYED, MAPPED, and VALUED 

by Mr. A. M. DUNLOP, Surveyor and Land Agent, 1, West- 

minster-chambers, Victoria-street, Westminster, and at Aston, Pres- 
on Brook, Cheshire. 


MESSES. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
S_ JUNE LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, nouse property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the July List 
must be received by the 28th June at latest. 


N R. CHARLES FURBER beds to announce that he 
is prepared to treat, on advantageous terms, for the SALE 
(either by public auction or private treaty) of FREEHOLD and LEASE- 
HOLD PROPERTIES, reversions, annuities, advowsons, furniture, stocks 
in trade, and every description of property. Valuations made for all 
purposes, railway compensations assessed, rents collected, money obtained 
on mortgage or advanced on bills of sale; houses of furniture also pur- 
chased, and every description of business connected with the profession 
undertaken. 
The fullest particulars may be obtained at the Auction, Estate, and 
House Agency Office, 22, Chanvery-lane, W.C. 


r Pae ADVERTISER is desirous of obtaining a 

Situation to take charge of Offices or Chambers, and to act as 
Messenger during the day. He lived nearly twenty years in his last 
situation, and left on account of the death of his late employer, to 
whose relations references can be given.—Address, A. B., Brampton & 
Lake’s Library, Great Russell-street, W.C. 


Siig SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 vears. Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing off pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabJe properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, ‘hread, King’s. 
s gd £384 £58, a. 
110 Oandl118 0 240 
1 0 Oand1 10 0 12 0 
110 Oand118 0 40 
Dessert ditto .e..cccssese 1 0 Oand1 10 0 112 0 
Tea SPOONS wecesccceeceee O12 Oandd 18 0 i 2 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for. 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 




















Table Forks, perd0Z..cese 
Dessert ditto ...ccccccves 
Table Spoons ..eccccccece 





REEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Limited, 
Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ Tavern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Cone 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. The new hall, 
capable of dining 509 persons, and the various reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London, The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN. 
Wedding Breakfasts provided. 





BREAKFAST. 
EPPS’S COCOA, 


INVIGORATING AND GRATEFUL 





NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs, 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoover & Son 45, Fleet-street. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


| iaeoyed requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CEk- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed ant 
executed. Nocharge for sketches, 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:~ 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays 
Is, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchén Uter 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 year 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
one Benn 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and 10s, All wat 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, put: 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, 30 
prices « {Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmot 
gery, &e. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plaid 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has bet! 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage fre 


r rail, : 
1 RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Housa. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, in England and Wales, and their Wives, 
Widows, and Families. : 


INSTITUTED 1858. 


The Dmectors have the pleasure to state that the ErcutH Anniversary Festryat in aid of the Funds of this 
Association will take place on Wednesday next, the 10th of June instant, at Willis’s Rooms, King Street, St. 
James’s, London, under the Presidency of the Hon. Mr. JUSTICE HANNEN (who has kindly consented to take the 
Chair, in the unavoidable and unforeseen absence of the LORD CHANCELLOR. 


Tickets for the Dinner, one Guinea each, may be obtained of the Secretary, or at Willis’s Rooms. Dinner at Half- 


past Six o'clock. 


Donations and Subscriptions, to be announced at the Festival, will be thankfully received by the Secretary. 


9, Clifford's Inn, London, E.C. 


THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 











VHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 

BrancuweEs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. ° 

COvrrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. . 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

ExceprionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particu lars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Butts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 

or collection. 

SaLes AND PurcHasEs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 

J. THOMSON, Chairman, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and‘ 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. ; 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
| | ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
oi twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &e., 
and h2reby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference 


By Ropal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 


Respectfully directs the attention of the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
of the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for QrvaLity 
of MATERIAL, Easy Action, and Great DoraBiLiry, will ensure universal 


preference. 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 
Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
ne, 91, John-street, New York ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
ondon, 











LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





Trustees, 


THE RIGHT HO HE LORD CHANCELLOR. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR W. BOVILL, Lord Chief Justice, C.P. | 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 

THE RIGHT HON, SIR WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Lord Justice. 


THE HON. SIR GEORGE ROSE. 

THOMAS WEBB GREENE, Esq., Q.C. 

JOHN OSBORNE, Esq., Q.C. 

EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. 

ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 





FINANCIAL POSITION ON ist JANUARY, 1868. 


Existing Assurances .......... £3,924,000 
Reversionary Bonus thereon .. 539,000 
Annual Income ..........++6 195,000 


Invested Funds .............. £1,479,476 
Share Capital, fully subscribed 1,000,000 
Claims and Bonus paid........ 1,550,000 





WHOLE-WORLD Policies granted for a single extra payment of 10s. per £100, where no Special Liability to Foreign 
Residence then exists. Policies on Lives of full age when Assured, confer, after Five years’ existence, without incurring extra 
charge for Foreign Licence, the right of UNRESTRICTED RESIDENCE in any part of the World. Ordinary Policies allow, from the 
date of issue, residence in any part distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. 


NINE-TENTHS of the total Profits divisible eve 


Five years amongst the Assured. A valuable provision for Policies 


becoming Claims between two divisions. Very moderate Non-Bonus Premiums. 
The GENERAL CONDITIONS of Assurance printed thereon are specially framed to secure to Policies of the Society, when 


once issued, absolute freedom from all liability to future question. 


LOANS are granted on Life Interests and Reversions. 





New Assurances in 1867.........-.-£442,000. 


Corresponding New Premiums......£14,800. 
E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 
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per LIFE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1806. 


Invested Capital, £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438. 
Bonuses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Claims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,908,452 


President, 


THE RIGHT HONOURABLE EARL GREY. 


Whe Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Iusured. | 


Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 


No. of | Date of 

Policy. , Policy. 
be 

| £84. .- 

1823 194 i 

1821 165 

1824 205 

1825 157 

1816 122 

1821 49 

1808 | 29 


Amount with | 


Annual Sum 


Premium. _, Insured, !Bonus additions. | 


| 





a 
3 


£ 
10,632 
10,164 


£ 
5,000 
5,000 | 
4,000 
5,000 
4,000 
1,000 
1,000 , 


4,718 
3,924 
4,937 | 
5,795 | 
2,027 | 

| 





3,944 
788 


Su owces 
on 
wIoanwonow 


— 








TwsuRANCES may be effected in any part of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to “ The Secretary,” No. 50, Regent-street, London, W. 


-Commiss1on.—The usual Professional Commission of 10 per Cent. upon 
the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
licitors and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance, 





| 138,142 | William Felix Riley, Esq., Forest-hill ...... 
| 156,308 | Messrs. Broadwood, Golden-square—W.. ........000 


321,518 


OUNTY FIRE OFFICE, 
50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


ae 


The County Frrer Orricr was Established in the year 1806, upon the 
principle that the interests of its Policy-holders and its own should be 
identical. A system of strict economy and caution has enabled the 
Directors to return to their Policy-holders a considerable portion of 
the Premiums found to be in excess of the risks, These Returns, which 
originally varied with the profits of the year, are now fixed at the rate 
of 25 percent. They are paid out of a fund specially provided for the 
purpose, and take precedence of the Dividends to the Sharcholders, 
The Insured are exempt from all personal liability. 


The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy-holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 





Policy : F 
No Name and Residence of Insured. Bonus. 





seaveeeee | 596 
114,163 ae 


W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street—V 
320,490 


His Grace the Duke of Beaufort ... 
Messrs. Pim Brothers & Co., Dublin .. 
Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-strect: 
Major-General Vyse oe 
Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-strect, Soho—W. ... 
Sir James J. Hamilton, Bt., Portman-square—W 
| Messrs. C. J. & C. Corder, Brighton ........... Jataives 
| John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street—W. ........0006 
| Messrs. Hunt & Roskell, New Bond-street—W.... 
| 'T. M. Gresham, Esq., Raheny-park .. 
Samuel Moor, of Carlow....... crenenunet ° 
The Right Hen. Lord Northwick ... 
| Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-strect—W. 





eens 








All communications addressed “To tHe Secretary,” County Fire 
Orricr, 50, Regent-strect, London, will receive immediate attention. 


Comumisston.—The usual Commission of 10 per Cent. upon New 
Policies and Renewals is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional 
Gentlemen introducing business to the County Fire Office. 





— LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE | 


INSURANCE COMPANY. 
Offices—1, Dale-street, Liverpool; 7, Cornhui, and Charing-cross, 
London. 

The invested funds now amount to £3,401,055, the fire revenue to 
:£836,816, and that of the life to £259,039. The moderate rates of pre- 
mium, with a guaranteed fixed bonus for the life policies of this Com- 
pany, and their value as special securities to third parties, render them 
particularly advantageous. Whole world leave is granted on reasonable 
terms, and claims are paid 30 days after admission, 


JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 





ESTABLISHED 1844. 


4NREAT BRITAIN MUTUAL LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY. 
101, CuEaprsipe, Lonpos, E.C. 
Empowered by Special Act of Par., 25th and 26th Vict., cap. 74. 

Terminating annual premiums, and sums assured payatle during 
life. 

Peculiar advantages offered to policy-holders by this Society. 

‘The profits applied, first, in extinguishiug the premiums aT A GIVEN 
DATE, and afterwards in making the policy PAYABLE DURING LIFE; 
this important advantage being secured without the payment of any 


additional premium. 
ANDREW FRANCIS, Secretary. 
QOVEREIGN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
wW Founded 1845, 
and empowered by Special Act of Parliament. 





TRUSTEES. 


THE EARL OF SHREWSBURY & TALBOT, C.B., &., &c. 
Sir CLAUDE SCOTT, Barr. | HENRY POWNALL, Esq. 


Annual Income, £120,000. 

The principal features of the Office are 

Lire ASSURANCE FOR ALL AGES AT MODERATE RATES. 

ANNUITIES GRANTED ON THE MOST LIBERAL TERMS. 

ENDOWMENTS FOR CHILDREN. : 

ADVANCES MADE ON FREEHOLD, LEASEHOLD, REVER- 
SIONARY, AND FIRST CLASS PERSONAL SECURITY. 

Prospectuses, Forms, and every information can be obtained on ap- 
plication to 

GEORGE J. ROW, Crry Manacerr, 


110, Cannon Street, E.C. 
ACTIVE AGENTS WANTED. 


| %eorge Ireland, Esq. 





Caney INVESTMENTS.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or withont their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, Londor. 
By order, 
R, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 





DIRECTORS, 
LawrorpD AcLAND, I'sq., Chairman, 
Major General Henry Petham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Sir J. Emerson Terinent. 
Manager—C, J. Braine, Esq. 


The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms 
viz. :—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 
apwards at 6 per cent. per annum. 


Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 


By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


hited dd THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY. 


Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom. 
Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for cach £10 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 








6 years. | S8years. | 
£os. d, £s. ad £s. 4, £38. da. £s. a. 
113 2 16 2 1 110 019 2 017 0 

Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 

Established by Act of Parliament Twenty years, 

Annual business exceeds £100,000. 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Scerctary 

Offices, 7, Finsbury-square, London, E.C. 


10 years. | 12years, | 14 years. 











ARR’S FIRE-PROOF SAFES are the Cheapest 
and Best. Price list free on application.—67, Cannon-street. 





